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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains regulatory documents having general
applicability and legal effect, most of which
are keyed to and codified in the Code of
Federal Regulations, which is published under
50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510.

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by
the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of
new books are listed in the first FEDERAL
REGISTER issue of each week.

OFFICE OF GOVERNMENT ETHICS

5 CFR Parts 2634 and 2635
RINs 3209-AA00 and 3209—-AA04

Technical Updating Amendments to
Executive Branch Financial Disclosure
and Standards of Ethical Conduct
Regulations

AGENCY: Office of Government Ethics
(OGE).

ACTION: Final rule; technical
amendments.

SUMMARY: The Office of Government
Ethics is updating its executive branch
regulation on financial disclosure to
reflect the retroactive statutory increase
of the reporting thresholds for gifts and
travel reimbursements. As a matter of
regulatory policy, OGE is also raising
the widely attended gatherings
nonsponsor gifts exception dollar
ceiling under the executive branchwide
standards of ethical conduct regulation,
but this change is not retroactive.
DATES: The rule is effective July 1, 2011.
The amendments to 5 CFR 2634.304 and
2634.907 (as set forth in amendatory
paragraphs 2 and 3) are retroactively
applicable as of January 1, 2011.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Elaine Newton, Attorney-Advisor,
Office of Government Ethics;
Telephone: 202—482-9300; TTY: 800—
877-8339; FAX: 202-482-9237.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Office
of Government Ethics is amending
pertinent sections of its executive
branchwide ethics regulations on
financial disclosure and standards of
ethical conduct, as codified at 5 CFR
parts 2634 and 2635, in order to update
certain reporting and other thresholds.

Increased Gifts and Travel
Reimbursements Reporting Thresholds

First, OGE is revising its executive
branch financial disclosure regulation at

5 CFR part 2634 applicable as of January
1, 2011 to reflect the increased reporting
thresholds for gifts, reimbursements and
travel expenses for both the public and
confidential executive branch financial
disclosure systems. These increases
conform to the statutorily mandated
public disclosure reporting thresholds
under section 102(a)(2)(A) & (B) of the
Ethics in Government Act as amended,
5 U.S.C. app. section 102(a)(2)(A) & (B),
and are extended to confidential
disclosure reporting by OGE’s
regulation. Under the Ethics Act, the
gifts and reimbursements reporting
thresholds are tied to the dollar amount
for the “minimal value” threshold for
foreign gifts as the General Services
Administration (GSA) periodically
redefines it.

In a recent rulemaking, GSA raised
“minimal value’” under the Foreign
Gifts and Decorations Act, 5 U.S.C.
7342, to “$350 or less” (from the prior
level of $335 or less) for the three-year
period 2011-2013. See 76 FR 30550—
30551(May 26, 2011), revising
retroactively to January 1, 2011, the
foreign gifts minimal value definition as
codified at 41 CFR 102-42.10.

Accordingly, applicable as of that
same date, OGE is increasing the
thresholds for reporting of gifts and
travel reimbursements from any one
source in 5 CFR 2634.304 and
2634.907(g) (and as illustrated in the
examples following those sections,
including appropriate adjustments to
gift values therein) of its executive
branch financial disclosure regulation to
“more than $350” for the aggregation
threshold for reporting and “$140 or
less” for the de minimis exception for
gifts and reimbursements which do not
have to be counted towards the
aggregate threshold. As noted, these
regulatory increases just reflect the
underlying statutory increases effective
January 1 of this year.

OGE will continue to adjust the gifts
and travel reimbursements reporting
thresholds in its part 2634 regulation in
the future as needed in light of GSA’s
redefinition of “minimal value” every
three years for foreign gifts purposes.
See OGE’s prior three-year adjustment
of those regulatory reporting thresholds,
as published at 73 FR 15387-15388
(March 24, 2008) (for 2008-2010, the
aggregate reporting level was more than
$335, with a $134 or less de minimis
exception).

Increased Dollar Ceiling for the
Exception for Nonsponsor Gifts of Free
Attendance at Widely Attended
Gatherings

In addition, OGE is increasing from
$335 to $350 the exception ceiling for
nonsponsor gifts of free attendance at
widely attended gatherings under the
executive branch standards of ethical
conduct regulation, as codified at 5 CFR
2635.204(g)(2) (and as illustrated in the
examples following paragraph (g); a sum
total value in one example is also being
adjusted accordingly). This separate
regulatory change is effective upon
publication in the Federal Register, on
July 1, 2011. As OGE noted in the
preambles to the proposed and final
rules on such nonsponsor gifts, that
ceiling is based in part on the financial
disclosure gifts reporting threshold. See
60 FR 31416 (June 15, 1995) and 61 FR
42968 (August 20, 1996). The
nonsponsor gift ceiling was last raised
in the March 2008 OGE rulemaking
noted in the preceding paragraph above.
Thus, it is reasonable to again increase
the nonsponsor gift ceiling to match the
further increase in the gifts/travel
reimbursements reporting thresholds.
The other requirements for acceptance
of such nonsponsor gifts, including an
agency interest determination and
expected attendance by more than 100
persons, remain unchanged.

Matters of Regulatory Procedure
Administrative Procedure Act

Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 553(b) and (d), as
Acting Director of the Office of
Government Ethics, I find good cause
exists for waiving the general notice of
proposed rulemaking, opportunity for
public comment and 30-day delay in
effectiveness as to these technical
updating amendments. The notice,
comment and delayed effective date
provisions are being waived in part
because these technical amendments
concern matters of agency organization,
practice and procedure. Further, it is in
the public interest that correct and up-
to-date information be contained in the
affected sections of OGE’s regulations as
soon as possible. The increase in the
reporting thresholds for gifts and
reimbursements is based on a statutory
formula and also lessens the reporting
burden somewhat. Therefore, that
regulatory revision is being made
retroactively effective January 1, 2011,
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when the change became effective under
the Ethics Act.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

As Acting Director of the Office of
Government Ethics, I certify under the
Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C.
chapter 6) that this rulemaking will not
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities
because it primarily affects Federal
employees.

Paperwork Reduction Act

The Paperwork Reduction Act (44
U.S.C. chapter 35) does not apply
because this amendatory rulemaking
itself does not contain information
collection requirements that require the
approval of the Office of Management
and Budget.

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

For purposes of the Unfunded
Mandates Reform Act of 1995 (2 U.S.C.
chapter 25, subchapter II), this final rule
will not significantly or uniquely affect
small governments and will not result in
increased expenditures by State, local
and Tribal governments, in the
aggregate, or by the private sector, of
$100 million or more (as adjusted for
inflation) in any one year.

Congressional Review Act

The Office of Government Ethics has
determined that this amendatory
rulemaking is a nonmajor rule under the
Congressional Review Act (5 U.S.C.
chapter 8) and will submit a report
thereon to the U.S. Senate, House of
Representatives and Government
Accountability Office in accordance
with that law at the same time this
rulemaking document is sent to the
Office of the Federal Register for
publication in the Federal Register.

Executive Order 12866

In promulgating these technical
amendments, OGE has adhered to the
regulatory philosophy and the
applicable principles of regulation set
forth in section 1 of Executive Order
12866, Regulatory Planning and Review.
These amendments have not been
reviewed by the Office of Management
and Budget under that Executive order,
since they are not deemed ““significant”
thereunder.

Executive Order 12988

As Acting Director of the Office of
Government Ethics, I have reviewed this
final amendatory regulation in light of
section 3 of Executive Order 12988,
Civil Justice Reform, and certify that it
meets the applicable standards provided
therein.

List of Subjects
5 CFR Part 2634

Certificates of divestiture, Conflict of
interests, Financial disclosure,
Government employees, Penalties,
Privacy, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Trusts and trustees.

5 CFR Part 2635

Conlflict of interests, Executive branch
standards of ethical conduct,
Government employees.

Approved: June 27, 2011.
Don W. Fox,
Acting Director, Office of Government Ethics.

For the reasons set forth in the
preamble, the Office of Government
Ethics is amending 5 CFR parts 2634
and 2635 as follows:

PART 2634—EXECUTIVE BRANCH
FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE, QUALIFIED
TRUSTS, AND CERTIFICATES OF
DIVESTITURE

m 1. The authority citation for part 2634
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 5 U.S.C. App. (Ethics in
Government Act of 1978); 26 U.S.C. 1043;
Pub. L. 101-410, 104 Stat. 890, 28 U.S.C.
2461 note (Federal Civil Penalties Inflation
Adjustment Act of 1990), as amended by Sec.
31001, Pub. L. 104-134, 110 Stat. 1321 (Debt
Collection Improvement Act of 1996); E.O.
12674, 54 FR 15159, 3 CFR, 1989 Comp., p.
215, as modified by E.O. 12731, 55 FR 42547,
3 CFR, 1990 Comp., p. 306.

Subpart C—Contents of Public Reports

§2634.304 [Amended]

m 2. Section 2634.304 is amended by:

m A. Removing the dollar amount
““$335” in paragraphs (a) and (b) and in
examples 1 and 4 following paragraph
(d) and adding in its place in each
instance the dollar amount “$350”;

m B. Removing the dollar amount
“$134” in paragraph (d) and in
examples 1 and 2 following paragraph
(d) and adding in its place in each
instance the dollar amount “$140”’; and
m C. Removing the dollar amounts
“$170” and “$335” in example 3
following paragraph (d) and adding in
their place the dollar amounts “$180”
and “$350”, respectively.

Subpart I—Confidential Financial
Disclosure Reports

§2634.907 [Amended]

m 3. Section 2634.907 is amended by:

m A. Removing the dollar amount
““$335” in paragraphs (g)(1) and (g)(2)
and in the example to paragraph (g) and
adding in its place in each instance the
dollar amount “$350”; and

m B. Removing the dollar amount
“$134” in paragraph (g)(3) and in the
example to paragraph (g) and adding in
its place in each instance the dollar
amount “$140”.

PART 2635—STANDARDS OF
ETHICAL CONDUCT FOR EMPLOYEES
OF THE EXECUTIVE BRANCH

m 4. The authority citation for part 2635
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 7301, 7351, 7353; 5
U.S.C. App. (Ethics in Government Act of
1978); E.O. 12674, 54 FR 15159, 3 CFR, 1989
Comp., p. 215, as modified by E.O. 12731, 55
FR 42547, 3 CFR, 1990 Comp., p. 306.

Subpart B—Gifts from Outside
Sources

§2635.204 [Amended]

m 5. Section 2635.204 is amended by:

m A. Removing the dollar amount
“$335” in paragraph (g)(2) and in
examples 1 and 2 (in the latter of which
it appears twice) following paragraph
(g)(6) and adding in its place in each
instance the dollar amount “$350”; and
m B. Removing the dollar amount
“$670” in example 2 following
paragraph (g)(6) and adding in its place
the dollar amount “$700”.

[FR Doc. 2011-16642 Filed 6—-30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6345-03-P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

National Institute of Food and
Agriculture

7 CFR Part 3430
[0524-AA61]

Competitive and Noncompetitive
Nonformula Federal Assistance
Programs—Administrative Provisions
for Biomass Research and
Development Initiative; Technical
Amendments

AGENCY: National Institute of Food and
Agriculture, USDA.

ACTION: Final rule; technical
amendments.

SUMMARY: The National Institute of Food
and Agriculture (NIFA) published in the
Federal Register of June 17, 2011, a
document adopting as final an interim
rule published June 14, 2010, which
contained a set of specific
administrative requirements for the
Biomass Research and Development
Initiative (BRDI). This document
contains minor changes to those
regulations.

DATES: Effective on July 1, 2011.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Carmela Bailey, National Program
Leader, Plant and Animal Systems,
National Institute of Food and
Agriculture, U.S. Department of
Agriculture, STOP 3356, 1400
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20250-2299; Voice:
202-401-6443; Fax: 202—401-4888;
E-mail: chailey@NIFA.usda.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On June
14, 2010, NIFA published an interim
rule (75 FR 33497) with a 120-day
comment period to provide
administrative provisions that are
specific to the Federal assistance awards
made under section 9008(e) of the Farm
Security and Rural Investment Act of
2002 (FSRIA), Public Law 107-171 (7
U.S.C. 8108(e)), as amended by section
9001 of the Food, Conservation, and
Energy Act of 2008 (FCEA), Public Law
110-246, providing authority to the
Secretary of Agriculture and the
Secretary of Energy, to establish and
carry out a joint Biomass Research and
Development Initiative (BRDI) under
which competitively awarded grants,
contracts, and financial assistance are
provided to, or entered into with,
eligible entities to carry out research on
and development and demonstration of
biofuels and biobased products; and the
methods, practices, and technologies for
the production of biofuels and biobased
products. No program specific
comments were received. NIFA
intended to proceed with the final rule
with only minimal changes but
published in the Federal Register of
June 17, 2011, a document adopting as
final the interim rule published June 14,
2010. This document amends the rule to
include the intended minor changes to
those regulations. Sections 3430.700,
3430.701, 3430.702 (definition of
“Advisory Committee’’), 3430.705,
3430.707, and 3430.708 are amended to
correct or add citations and cross-
references. Additionally, section
3430.705 is amended to make minor
revisions to the facility cost prohibition
for purposes of consistency with other
program regulations in 7 CFR part 3430.
Finally, section 3430.706 is amended to
clarify that the required non-Federal
cost-share is a percentage of project cost,
not Federal funds awarded.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 3430

Administrative practice and
procedure, Agricultural research,
Education, Extension, Federal
assistance.

Accordingly, 7 CFR part 3430 is
amended as follows:

PART 3430—COMPETITIVE AND
NONCOMPETITIVE NON-FORMULA
FEDERAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS—
GENERAL AWARD ADMINISTRATIVE
PROVISIONS

m 1. The authority citation for part 3430
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 3316; Pub. L. 106-107
(31 U.S.C. 6101 note).

m 2. Revise § 3430.700 to read as
follows:

§3430.700 Applicability of regulations.

The regulations in this subpart apply
to the Federal assistance awards made
under the program authorized under
section 9008 of the Farm Security and
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C.
8108), as amended by section 9001 of
the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act
of 2008 (Pub. L. 110-246).

m 3. Amend § 3430.701 by revising the
introductory text to read as follows:

§3430.701 Purpose.

In carrying out the program, NIFA, in
cooperation with the Department of
Energy, is authorized to make
competitive awards under section
9008(e) of FSRIA (7 U.S.C. 8108(e)) to
develop:

* * * * *

m 4.In §3430.702, revise the definition
of “Advisory Committee” to read as
follows:

§3430.702 Definitions.
* * * * *

Advisory Committee means the
Biomass Research and Development
Technical Advisory Committee
established by section 9008(d) of FSRIA
(7 U.S.C. 8108(d)).

* * * * *

m 5. Amend § 3430.704 by revising
paragraph (b) introductory text to read
as follows:

§3430.704 Project types and priorities.
* * * * *

(b) Additional Considerations. Within
the technical topic areas described in
paragraph (a) of this section, NIFA, in
cooperation with DOE, shall support

research and development to—
* * * * *

m 6. Revise § 3430.705 to read as
follows:

§3430.705 Funding restrictions.

(a) Facility costs. Funds made
available under this subpart shall not be
used for the construction of a new
building or facility or the acquisition,
expansion, remodeling, or alteration of
an existing building or facility

(including site grading and
improvement, and architect fees).

(b) Indirect costs. Subject to § 3430.54,
indirect costs are allowable for Federal
assistance awards made by NIFA.

(c) Minimum allocations. After
consultation with the Board, NIFA in
cooperation with DOE, shall require that
each of the three technical topic areas
described in § 3430.704(a) receives not
less than 15 percent of funds made
available to carry out BRDI.

m 7. Amend § 3430.706 by revising
paragraphs (a) and (b) to read as follows:

§3430.706 Matching requirements.

(a) Requirement for Research and/or
Development Projects. The non-Federal
share of the cost of a research or
development project under BRDI shall
be not less than 20 percent. NIFA may
reduce the non-Federal share of a
research or development project if the
reduction is determined to be necessary
and appropriate.

(b) Requirement for Demonstration
and Commercial Projects. The non-
Federal share of the cost of a
demonstration or commercial project
under BRDI shall be not less than 50

percent.
* * * * *

m 8. Amend § 3430.707 by revising
paragraph (b)(2) to read as follows:

§3430.707 Administrative duties.

* * * * *

(b) E

(2) Included in the best practices
database established under section
1672C(e) of the Food, Agriculture,
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7
U.S.C. 5925¢(e)).

m 9. Amend § 3430.708 by revising
paragraph (a) to read as follows:

§3430.708 Review criteria.

(a) General. BRDI peer reviews of
applications are conducted in
accordance with requirements found in
section 9008 of FSRIA (7 U.S.C. 8108);
section 103 of the Agricultural Research,
Extension, and Education Reform Act of
1998 (7 U.S.C. 7613); and regulations
found in title 7 of the Code of Federal
Regulations, sections 3430.31 through
3430.37.

* * * * *

Signed at Washington, DC, on June 22,
2011.

Chavonda Jacobs-Young,

Acting Director, National Institute of Food
and Agriculture.

[FR Doc. 2011-16256 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-22-P
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
10 CFR Part 835

Technical Standard DOE-STD-1095-
2011, Department of Energy
Laboratory Accreditation for External
Dosimetry

AGENCY: Office of Health, Safety and
Security, Department of Energy.
ACTION: Notification of updated
Technical Standard.

SUMMARY: The Department of Energy
(DOE or the Department) is issuing
Technical Standard DOE-STD-1095—
2011, Department of Energy Laboratory
Accreditation for External Dosimetry,
January 2011. This standard provides
updated technical criteria for
performance testing for, and provides a
requirement for onsite quality assurance
assessments of, whole body and
extremity dosimetry programs in use at
DOE sites. The testing and assessment
results are used, in part, to determine
whether to accredit dosimetry programs
in accordance with the DOE Laboratory
Accreditation Program (DOELAP). The
effective date for the new Technical
Standard is April 1, 2011.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Steven G. Zobel, CHP, U.S. Department
of Energy, Office of Health, Safety and
Security, Office of Corporate Safety
Analysis, 1000 Independence Ave., SW.,
Washington, DC 20585, 301-903—-2615,
or steve.zobel@hq.doe.gov.

An electronic copy of this Federal
Register notice, as well as other relevant
DOE documents concerning this subject,
is available on a Web page at: http://
www.hss.energy.gov/CSA/CSP/doelap/
index.html.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: DOE
previously administered its laboratory
accreditation program for whole body
external dosimetry pursuant to DOE
Order 5480.15, Department of Energy
Laboratory Accreditation Program for
Personnel Dosimetry, dated December
14, 1987. At that time, DOELAP used
Technical Standards DOE/EH-0027,
Department of Energy Standard for the
Performance Testing of Personnel
Dosimetry Systems, December 1986, and
DOE/EH-0026, Handbook for the
Department of Energy Laboratory
Accreditation Program for Personnel
Dosimetry Systems, December 1986, to
evaluate contractor personnel dosimetry
programs. DOE/EH-0027 was based on
American National Standards Institute
(ANSI) N13.11-1983, American
National Standard—Ceriteria for Testing
Personnel Dosimetry Performance,
Pacific Northwest Laboratory PNL—
4515, Criteria for Testing Personnel

Dosimetry Performance, 1984, and
comments received during peer review
by DOE and DOE contractor personnel.
Both DOELAP Technical Standards
remained in effect through 2010.

On December 14, 1993, DOE
promulgated 10 CFR part 835,
Occupational Radiation Protection, (58
FR 65458), which included a
requirement for DOELAP accreditation
for external dosimetry programs. This
regulatory requirement led to the
cancellation of DOE Order 5480.15.
Technical Standard DOE-STD-1095-95,
Department of Energy Laboratory
Accreditation Program for Personnel
Dosimetry Systems, was published in
December 1995 to establish the criteria
for DOELAP accreditation pursuant to
10 CFR 835.402(b). The recent updating
of ANSI standards for performance
testing whole body dosimeters (ANSI
N13.11-2009, American National
Standard for Dosimetry—Personnel
Dosimetry Performance—Criteria for
Testing) and extremity dosimeters
(ANSI N13.32—-2008, American National
Standard—Performance Testing of
Extremity Dosimeters) led DOE to revise
its DOELAP dosimetry Technical
Standards. In planning the revision, it
was decided to make DOE-STD-1095
the primary Technical Standard for
accrediting external dosimetry programs
by cancelling DOE/EH-0026 and —0027
and incorporating both of the recently
updated ANSI standards by reference
into the new DOE Technical Standard.
Other changes include changing
“Personnel Dosimetry Systems” to
“External Dosimetry” in the title of the
new Technical Standard, providing for
limited retesting, and adding an
incentive for obtaining an exemption
from a future onsite assessment. The
change to the Technical Standard’s title
was made to better identify the
Standard’s purpose and does not change
the requirement for dosimetry program
accreditation provided in 10 CFR
835.402(b). The guidance information in
DOE/EH-0026 and —0027 will be
updated and published in a
supplemental, nonregulatory document.

This Technical Standard is effective
on April 1, 2011.

Issued in Washington, DC.
Glenn S. Podonsky,

Chief Health, Safety and Security Officer,
Office of Health, Safety and Security.

[FR Doc. 2011-16575 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 25

[Docket No. NM455; Special Conditions No.
25-438-SC]

Special Conditions: Boeing, Model
747-8 Series Airplanes; Door 1
Extendable Length Escape Slide

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final special conditions.

SUMMARY: These special conditions are
issued for Boeing Model 747-8
airplanes. These airplanes will have a
novel or unusual design feature
associated with an extendable length
escape slide. The applicable
airworthiness regulations do not contain
adequate or appropriate safety standards
for this design feature. These special
conditions contain the additional safety
standards that the Administrator
considers necessary to establish a level
of safety equivalent to that established
by the existing airworthiness standards.
Additional special conditions will be
issued for other novel or unusual design
features of Boeing 747-8 airplanes.
DATES: Effective Date: August 1, 2011.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jayson Claar, FAA, Airframe and Cabin
Safety Branch, ANM—115, Transport
Airplane Directorate, Aircraft
Certification Service, 1601 Lind
Avenue, SW, Renton, Washington
98057—-3356; telephone (425) 227-2194;
facsimile (425) 227-1232.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On November 4, 2005, The Boeing
Company, PO Box 3707, Seattle, WA,
98124, applied for an amendment to
Type Certificate Number A20WE to
include the new Model 747-8 series
passenger airplane. Boeing later applied
for, and was granted, an extension of
time for the type certificate, which
changed the effective application date to
December 31, 2006. The Model 747-8 is
a derivative of the 747-400. The Model
747-8 is a four-engine jet transport
airplane that will have a maximum
takeoff weight of 975,000 pounds, new
General Electric GEnx —2B67 engines,
and the capacity to carry 605
passengers.

Type Certification Basis

Under the provisions of Title 14, Code
of Federal Regulations (14 CFR) 21.101,
Boeing must show that the Model 747—
8 (hereafter referred as 747—8) meets the
applicable provisions of part 25,
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Amendments 25-1 through 25-120,
plus Amendment 25-127 for § 25.795(a),
except for earlier amendments as agreed
upon by the FAA. These regulations
will be incorporated into Type
Certificate No. A20WE after type
certification approval of the 747-8.

In addition, the certification basis
includes other regulations, special
conditions, and exemptions that are not
relevant to these special conditions.
Type Certificate No. A20WE will be
updated to include a complete
description of the certification basis for
these airplanes.

If the Administrator finds that the
applicable airworthiness regulations
(i.e., 14 CFR part 25) do not contain
adequate or appropriate safety standards
for the 747-8 because of a novel or
unusual design feature, special
conditions are prescribed under the
provisions of § 21.16.

Special conditions are initially
applicable to the model for which they
are issued. Should the type certificate
for that model be amended later to
include any other model or series that
incorporates the same or similar novel
or unusual design feature, or should any
other model or series already included
on the same type certificate be modified
to incorporate the same or similar novel
or unusual design feature, the special
conditions would also apply to the other
model or series under §21.101.

In addition to the applicable
airworthiness regulations and special
conditions, the 747—8 must comply with
the fuel vent and exhaust emission
requirements of 14 CFR part 34 and the
noise certification requirements of 14
CFR part 36.

Special conditions, as defined in
§11.19, are issued under § 11.38, and
become part of the type certification
basis under § 21.101.

Novel or Unusual Design Features

The Boeing Model 747-8 will
incorporate the following novel or
unusual design features: The 747-8
design offers seating capacity on two
separate decks, the main deck with a
maximum passenger capacity of 495 and
the upper deck with a maximum
passenger capacity of 110. Section
25.810(a)(1)(iii) requires that after full
deployment the emergency escape
system assist means must be long
enough so that the lower end is self-
supporting on the ground and provides
safe evacuation of occupants to the
ground after collapse of one or more legs
of the landing gear. Typically, airplanes
have fixed-length slides that meet the
above requirements. However, it was
not possible to use fixed-length slides
for the 747-8 Door 1 because of the

difference between normal sill height
and the high-sill height associated with
collapse of some of the landing gear in
an emergency. Some combinations of
landing gear collapse could cause the
airplane to tip back on its tail. The 747—
8 Door 1 escape slide is an extendable
length design to meet the gear collapse
and tail tip conditions.

Discussion

The regulations governing the
certification of the 747-8 do not
adequately address the certification
requirements for an extendable length
escape slide. The only reference to
extendable length escape slides in
Technical Standard Order (TSO) C69c,
Emergency Evacuation Slides, Ramps,
Ramp/Slides, and Slide/Rafts, is in the
inflation time requirement section. The
requirements of § 25.801(a)(1)(iii) for
other airplanes have been addressed by
a single length escape slide. However,
for the 747—-8 Door 1, it was not possible
to have a single length escape slide
because of the extreme difference in sill
heights between normal sill height and
high-sill height associated with collapse
of some of the landing gear, and the
additional case of the airplane tipping
back on its tail. For Door 1, the normal
sill height is approximately 187 inches,
and the high-sill height is
approximately 346 inches.

The design of the extendable length
escape system has an approximately 12
foot long extension packed at the toe
end of the escape slide. During normal
operation, the extension portion
remains packed at the toe end. The
airplane is equipped with an electronic
sensor that evaluates the attitude of the
airplane, and determines if the
extendable portion is needed. When the
extended length is needed, the system
sends a signal to an electronic sign on
the door to indicate to the flight
attendant that the extendable length of
the slide needs to be inflated. The
extendable length inflation system is
activated by pulling on a separate
inflation handle located on the right
side of the slide girt.

The Airbus A380 airplane has an
extendable length slide and the FAA
issued Special Conditions Number 25—
323-SC to address the installation of the
extendable length escape slide in that
airplane. These previously issued
special conditions provide a starting
point for developing special conditions
for the 747-8 airplane, which consider
and evaluate the unique aspects of this
airplane’s design.

The extension is intended only for use
at high-sill heights. A typical fixed-
length slide operating at high-sill height
does not satisfy all of the performance

requirements of § 25.810, but its
variations in performance are
understood and largely predictable.
Certain performance criteria are valid
regardless of sill height, while other
aspects of performance can be expected
to decline at higher sill heights. With an
extendable slide, there is a step change
in configuration and potentially a
change in performance. Therefore,
special conditions are needed to ensure
acceptable performance in the extended
mode.

Section 25.810 specifies the basic
performance requirements for escape
slides, including wind testing,
repeatability testing, and testing at
adverse sill heights. Section 25.1309(a)
requires systems to perform under
foreseeable operating conditions, such
as extreme temperatures, and
demonstrate that the system design is
appropriate for its intended function.
Standards for the equipment itself are in
TSO-C69c and contribute to a
satisfactory installation.

Typically, wind tests are only
conducted on fixed-length slides at
normal sill height. Since the regulations
require that the escape slides have the
capability of being deployed in 25-knot
winds directed from the most critical
angle, escape slides usually exceed 25-
knot performance at other than the
critical angle. The same is expected to
be true of the slide in its extended
mode, but some reduction in the
required wind velocity is appropriate
since the slide will be in an abnormal
condition. Available data indicate that
the capability of being deployed in 22-
knot winds is appropriate to cover the
slide in its extended mode at normal sill
height. This corresponds to roughly
75% of the wind energy required for the
slide in its normal attitude and will
ensure that the slide can function in its
extended mode at least as well as a
fixed-length slide under similar
abnormal conditions.

These special conditions also specify
a rate for passenger evacuation that is
consistent with that of fixed-length
escape slides.

Discussion of Comments

Notice of proposed special conditions
No. 25-11-12-SC for Boeing Model
747-8 airplanes was published in the
Federal Register on May 10, 2011 (76
FR 26957). No comments were received
and the special conditions are adopted
as proposed.

Applicability
As discussed above, these special
conditions are applicable to Boeing

Model 747-8 airplanes. Should Boeing
apply at a later date for a change to the
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type certificate to include another
model incorporating the same novel or
unusual design features, these special
conditions would apply to that model as
well.

Conclusion

This action affects only certain novel
or unusual design features of Boeing
Model 747-8 airplanes. It is not a rule
of general applicability.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 25

Aircraft, Aviation safety, Reporting
and recordkeeping requirements.

The authority citation for these
special conditions is as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701,
44702, 44704.

The Special Conditions

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the following special
conditions are issued as part of the type
certification basis for Boeing Model
747-8 airplanes.

1. The extendable escape slide must
receive Technical Standard Order (TSO)
C69c or latest TSO authorization
published at the time of TSO
application for the Door 1 Slide.

2. In addition to the requirements of
§ 25.810(a)(1)(iii) for usability in
conditions of landing gear collapse, the
deployed escape slide in the extended
mode must demonstrate an evacuation
rate of 45 persons per minute per lane
at the sill height corresponding to
activation of the extension.

3. In lieu of the requirements of
§25.810(a)(1)(iv), the escape slide with
the extendable section activated must be
capable of being deployed in 22-knot
winds directed from the critical angle,
with the airplane on all its landing gear,
with the assistance of one person on the
ground. Two deployment scenarios
must be addressed as follows:

(a) Extendable section is activated
during the inflation time of the basic
slide and,

(b) Extendable section is activated
after the basic slide is completely
inflated.

4. Pitch sensor tolerances and
accuracy must be taken into account
when demonstrating compliance with
§ 25.1309(a) for the escape slide in both
extended and unextended modes.

5.(a) There must be a “slide
extension” warning such that the cabin
crew is immediately made aware of the
need to deploy the extendable section of
the slide. The ability to provide such a
warning must be available for ten
minutes after the airplane is
immobilized on the ground.

(b) There must be a positive means for
the cabin crew to determine that the
extendable portion of the slide has been
fully erected.

6. Whenever passengers are carried on
the main deck of the airplane, there
must be a cabin crewmember stationed
on each side of the airplane located near
each Door 1 Exit. This special condition
must be included in the airplane flight
manual as a limitation.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on June 22,
2011.

KC Yanamura,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 2011-16507 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION

20 CFR Part 418
[Docket No. SSA-2009-0078]
RIN 0960-AH06

Amendments to Regulations
Regarding Major Life-Changing Events
Affecting Income-Related Monthly
Adjustment Amounts to Medicare Part
B Premiums

AGENCY: Social Security Administration
(SSA).
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This final rule adopts,
without change, the interim final rule
with request for comments we
published in the Federal Register on
July 15, 2010 at 75 FR 41084. The
interim final rule concerned what we
consider major life-changing events for
the Medicare Part B income-related
monthly adjustment amount (IRMAA)
and what evidence we require to
support a claim of a major life-changing
event. This final rule allows us to
respond appropriately to circumstances
brought about by the current economic
climate and other unforeseen events, as
described below.

DATES: The interim final rule with
request for comments published on July
15, 2010 is confirmed as final effective
July 1, 2011.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Craig Streett, Office of Income Security
Programs, Social Security
Administration, 2-R—24 Operations
Building, 6401 Security Boulevard,
Baltimore, MD 21235-6401, (410) 965—
9793. For information on eligibility or
filing for benefits, call our national toll-
free number, 1-800-772—-1213 or TTY
1-800—-325—-0778, or visit our Internet
site, Social Security Online, at http://
www.socialsecurity.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

The interim final rule concerned what
we consider major life-changing events
for the Medicare Part BIRMAA and
what evidence we require to support a
claim of a major life-changing event.

Medicare Part B is a voluntary
medical insurance program that
provides coverage for services such as
physicians care, diagnostic services, and
medical supplies. A beneficiary enrolled
in Medicare Part B pays monthly
premiums, deductibles, and co-
insurance associated with covered
services. The Centers for Medicare &
Medicaid Services (CMS) promulgates
rules and regulations about the
Medicare program, including the
standard monthly premium. We
determine and deduct the amount of
certain Medicare Part B premiums from
beneficiaries’ Social Security benefits
and make rules and regulations
necessary to carry out these functions.

The Federal Government subsidizes
the cost of Medicare Part B medical
coverage. However, beneficiaries with
modified adjusted gross incomes
(MAGI) above a specified threshold
must pay a higher percentage of their
cost than those with MAGIs below the
threshold.® We refer to this subsidy
reduction as an IRMAA. CMS
determines and publishes the annual
MAGI threshold and ranges. The
Internal Revenue Service (IRS) provides
us with MAGI information.

We use MAGI and Federal income tax
filing status for the tax year two years
before the effective year to determine
whether a beneficiary must pay an
IRMAA, and if so, how much.2 If
information is not yet available for the
tax year two years before the effective
year, we will use information from the
tax year three years before the effective
year until the later information becomes
available. A beneficiary who
experiences a major life-changing event
may request that we use a more recent
tax year to make a new IRMAA
determination.

If a beneficiary provides evidence that
the qualifying major life-changing event
significantly reduced his or her MAGI,
we will determine the IRMAA based on
data from a more recent tax year.3 We
define a significant reduction in MAGI

1MAGI is defined in 42 U.S.C. 1395r(i)(4). The
threshold amount is defined in 42 U.S.C.
1395r(i)(2).

2MAGI ranges are established in 42 U.S.C.
1395r(i)(3), (5). The MAGI dollar amounts listed in
1395r(i)(3) may increase annually based on changes
in the Consumer Price Index under 42 U.S.C.
13951(i)(5).

320 CFR 418.1201.
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as any change that results in a reduction
or elimination of IRMAA.* The Social
Security Act provides that major life-
changing events include marriage,
divorce, death of spouse, or other events
specified in our regulations.5

Prior to the publication of our interim
final rule, our regulations identified
only the following additional events as
major life-changing events: (1) The
termination of a marriage, (2) annulment
of a marriage, (3) reduced hours or
stoppage of work, (4) reductions in
income due to certain losses of income-
producing property, 5) a reduction in or
loss of income due to a scheduled
cessation of a pension, and 6) a
reduction in or loss of income from an
insured pension plan due to termination
or reorganization of the plan.6 Our
regulations also provided that we did
not consider events other than those
described in 20 CFR 418.1205 to be
major life-changing events. In addition,
under those regulations, we did not
consider events that affected expenses
but not income, or that resulted in the
loss of dividend income, to be major
life-changing events.”

We have added a new paragraph (g)
to 20 CFR 418.1205 to include the
receipt of certain settlement payments
from an employer or former employer in
the list of major life-changing events. To
qualify as a major life-changing event, a
settlement payment received by a
beneficiary or the spouse of a
beneficiary must be the result of an
employer’s or former employer’s
closure, bankruptcy, or reorganization.
This change allows a beneficiary to
request that we base the IRMAA on the
MAGI from a more recent tax year.

We also have revised 20 CFR
418.1205(e) to include the loss of
investment property as a result of fraud
or theft due to a criminal act by a third
party.

We have also made several other
changes to this section of our
regulations. First, we have specifically
provided in final section 418.1205(e)
that the beneficiary’s spouse may not
direct the loss of income-producing
property. Previously, our regulations
stated that the loss could not be at the
direction of the beneficiary. We
amended our regulations to include
both the beneficiary and spouse.

Second, we have revised section
418.1205(e) to clarify that the loss of
income-producing property due to the
ordinary risk of investment is not a
major life-changing event. In some

420 CFR 418.1215.
542 U.S.C. 1395r(i)(4)(C)(ii)(II).
620 CFR 418.1205.
720 CFR 418.1210.

cases, beneficiaries and adjudicators
have misinterpreted our current
regulations in this regard.

We have made a similar change to 20
CFR 418.1210(b) to clarify that we do
not consider events that result in the
loss of dividend income because of the
ordinary risk of investment to be major
life-changing events.

We have replaced “insured pension
plan” with “employer’s pension plan”
in 20 CFR 418.1205(f). Previously, our
regulations provided that “‘a reduction
in or loss of income from an insured
pension plan due to termination or
reorganization of the pension plan or a
scheduled cessation of pension”
qualified as a major life-changing
event.? This language change qualifies
both insured and uninsured pension
plans.

We also have revised sections
418.1205(e) and (f) and 418.1255(e) and
(f) to remove the wording that required
a reduction in or loss of income from
these life-changing events. The change
made the wording of the revised
subsections consistent with that of the
subsections explaining other life-
changing events found in 20 CFR
418.1205 and 20 CFR 418.1255.

Required Evidence

We also revised 20 CFR 418.1255 to
clarify the type of evidence we require
when a beneficiary asks us to use a more
recent tax year to calculate an IRMAA
based on certain changes in
circumstance. If a beneficiary or his or
her spouse experiences a loss of income-
producing property due to criminal
fraud or theft by a third party, we
require proof of the conviction, such as
a court document, and evidence of loss.
If a beneficiary or his or her spouse
experiences a scheduled cessation,
termination, or reorganization of an
employer’s pension plan, we require
evidence documenting the change in or
loss of the pension. If a beneficiary or
his or her spouse receives a settlement
from an employer or a former employer
because of the employer’s closure,
bankruptcy, or reorganization, we
require evidence documenting the
settlement and the reason(s) for the
settlement. These changes make it easier
for beneficiaries to meet their burden of
proving that they have experienced a
major life-changing event.

Technical Revisions

We have revised paragraph (d) of 20
CFR 418.1230 and paragraphs (c)(2) and
(3) of 20 CFR 418.1265 to reflect the
addition of new paragraph 418.1205(g),
which concerns the receipt of certain
settlements as life-changing events, as
discussed above.

Public Comments

On July 15, 2010, we published an
interim final rule with request for
comments in the Federal Register at 75
FR 41084 and provided a sixty-day
comment period. We received one
comment from a member of the public.
We carefully considered the concerns
expressed in this comment but did not
make any changes to the final rule.

We have summarized the
commenter’s view and have responded
to the significant issues raised by the
commenter that are within the scope of
the interim final rule.

Comment: The commenter believes
that we are too selective in what we
consider a major life-changing event,
ignoring other possible circumstances
where an individual might experience
an event that would have a major
impact on his or her financial situation.
Specifically, the commenter discussed a
scenario in which an individual’s long-
term retirement income includes
dividends from shares of a company
that is later sold, forcing the individual
to redeem that stock and experience a
one-time gain that he or she must rely
on for retirement. The commenter
believes that the primary purpose of the
MAGI is to require individuals with
consistently higher incomes to pay
higher premiums for their Medicare
coverage. The commenter suggested that
we apply MAGI only when the
threshold is reached consistently, for
example, in two out of three successive
years.

The commenter also expressed
concern about our revision to 20 CFR
418.1210(b). The commenter believed
that using the phrase “because of the
ordinary risk of investment” to qualify
the type of dividend income loss not
considered a major life-changing event
suggests that any dividend loss not due
to ordinary risk of investment should, in
turn, qualify as a major life-changing
event.

Response: We believe that the
commenter was writing about the
IRMAA and mistakenly referred to
MAGI. We respond accordingly.

We may grant a request to use a more
recent taxable year only if the
individual’s MAGI for that year is
significantly less than the income for
the normally applicable year due to a
major life changing event. The Act
requires that we determine whether
IRMAA applies to an individual on an
annual basis. We base each annual
determination on a beneficiary’s income
from the specific tax year identified in
section 1839(i)(4)(B) of the Act, which is
generally the tax year from two years
prior. Thus, we are unable to make
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IRMAA determinations based on a
beneficiary’s income for two out of three
successive years. However, because we
make determinations annually, a
beneficiary will not be subject to an
IRMAA in consecutive years unless the
MAGI amount used is above the
threshold in consecutive years. A one-
time increase in MAGI should affect a
beneficiary’s IRMAA for only one year.

Additionally, the changes made to 20
CFR 418.1210 in the interim final rule
help address the scenario discussed by
the commenter. In the scenario, an
individual received a one-time gain in
income due to a forced sale of stock, but
experienced a loss of dividend income
in subsequent years because of the loss
of the stock. The changes we made to 20
CFR 418.1210 clarify that we do not
consider events that result in the loss of
dividend income to be major life-
changing events if the reasons for such
loss are due to the ordinary risk of
investment. Conversely, a loss of
income-producing financial securities, if
the circumstances causing the loss are
truly beyond a beneficiary’s or his or her
spouse’s control and do not involve the
ordinary risk of investment, may qualify
as a major life-changing event in the
form of a loss of income-producing
property under 20 CFR 418.1205(e).

Accordingly, the interim final rule
remains unchanged and we are adopting
it as final.

Regulatory Procedures

Executive Order 12866 as
Supplemented by Executive Order
13563

We have consulted with the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) and
determined that this final rule meets the
criteria for a significant regulatory
action under Executive Order 12866 as
supplemented by Executive Order
13563. Thus, the final rule was
reviewed by OMB.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

We certify that these final rules will
not have a significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small
entities, because they affect individuals
only. Therefore, a regulatory flexibility
analysis is not required under the
Regulatory Flexibility Act, as amended.

Paperwork Reduction Act

OMB previously approved the new
public reporting requirements posed by
this rule under a separate Information
Collection Request (OMB No. 0960—
0735). We are therefore not seeking
OMB approval for these requirements
here under the Paperwork Reduction
Act.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Nos. 93.774 Medicare
Supplementary Medical Insurance; 96.002
Social Security—Retirement Insurance.)

List of Subjects in 20 CFR Part 418

Administrative practice and
procedure, Aged, Blind, Disability
benefits, Public assistance programs,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Supplemental Security
Income (SSI), Medicare subsidies.

Michael J. Astrue,

Commissioner of Social Security.
Accordingly, the interim rule

amending 20 CFR chapter III, part 418,

subpart B that was published at 75 FR

41084 on July 15, 2010, is adopted as a

final rule without change.

[FR Doc. 2011-16526 Filed 6—30-11; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4191-02-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration

21 CFR Part 520
[Docket No. FDA-2011-N-0003]

Oral Dosage Form New Animal Drugs;
Amprolium

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is amending the
animal drug regulations to reflect
approval of an original abbreviated new
animal drug application (ANADA) filed
by Cross Vetpharm Group Ltd. The
ANADA provides for the use of
amprolium soluble powder as an aid in
the treatment and prevention of
coccidiosis in calves.

DATES: This rule is effective July 1,
2011.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: ]ohn
K. Harshman, Center for Veterinary
Medicine (HFV-170), Food and Drug
Administration, 7500 Standish P1.,
Rockville, MD 20855, 240-276—-8197,
e-mail: john.harshman@fda.hhs.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Cross
Vetpharm Group Ltd., Broomhill Rd.,
Tallaght, Dublin 24, Ireland, filed
ANADA 200-464 for the use of
AMPROMED (amprolium) for Calves, a
water-soluble powder used as an aid in
the treatment and prevention of
coccidiosis caused by Eimeria bovis and
E. zuernii. Cross Vetpharm Group Ltd.’s
AMPROMED for Calves is approved as
a generic copy of Huvepharma AD’s

CORID (amprolium) 20% Soluble
Powder, approved under NADA 33-165.
The ANADA is approved as of May 23,
2011, and the regulations in 21 CFR
520.100 are amended to reflect the
approval.

In accordance with the freedom of
information provisions of 21 CFR part
20 and 21 CFR 514.11(e)(2)(ii), a
summary of safety and effectiveness
data and information submitted to
support approval of this application
may be seen in the Division of Dockets
Management (HFA-305), Food and Drug
Administration, 5630 Fishers Lane, Rm.
1061, Rockville, MD 20852, between 9
a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday through
Friday.

FDA has determined under 21 CFR
25.33 that this action is of a type that
does not individually or cumulatively
have a significant effect on the human
environment. Therefore, neither an
environmental assessment nor an
environmental impact statement is
required.

This rule does not meet the definition
of “rule” in 5 U.S.C. 804(3)(A) because
it is a rule of “particular applicability.”
Therefore, it is not subject to the
congressional review requirements in 5
U.S.C. 801-3808.

List of Subjects in 21 CFR Part 520

Animal drugs.

Therefore, under the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act and under
authority delegated to the Commissioner
of Food and Drugs and redelegated to
the Center for Veterinary Medicine, 21
CFR part 520 is amended as follows:

PART 520—ORAL DOSAGE FORM
NEW ANIMAL DRUGS

m 1. The authority citation for 21 CFR
part 520 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 21 U.S.C. 360b.

m 2.In §520.100, add paragraph (b)(4) to
read as follows:

§520.100 Amprolium.

* * * * *

(b) * * %

(4) No. 061623 for use of product
described in paragraph (a)(2) of this
section as in paragraph (d)(2) of this
section.

Dated: June 24, 2011.
Bernadette Dunham,
Director, Center for Veterinary Medicine.
[FR Doc. 2011-16501 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160-01-P
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Ocean Energy Management,
Regulation and Enforcement

30 CFR Part 250
Office of Natural Resources Revenue

30 CFR Parts 1204, 1206, 1218, 1241,
and 1290

[Docket No. ONRR-2011-0015]

RIN 1012-AA06

Reorganization of Title 30, Code of
Federal Regulations

AGENCY: Bureau of Ocean Energy
Management, Regulation and
Enforcement; Office of Natural
Resources Revenue, Interior.

ACTION: Correcting amendment to final
rule.

SUMMARY: The Office of Natural
Resources Revenue (ONRR) published a
rule in the Federal Register on October
4, 2010, announcing that the Minerals
Revenue Management Program (MRM)
of the Bureau of Ocean Energy
Management, Regulation, and
Enforcement (BOEMRE) (formerly
known as the Minerals Management
Service (MMS)) was renamed the Office
of Natural Resources Revenue by the
Secretary of the Interior and was
separated from BOEMRE and transferred
to the supervision of the Assistant
Secretary for Policy, Management and
Budget. In the rule, ONRR also
announced the reorganization of title 30
of the Code of Federal Regulations (30
CFR) resulting from the division of
BOEMRE into two separate agencies.
The rule removed certain regulations
from chapter II in 30 CFR, which
pertains to BOEMRE and recodified
them in new chapter XII, which pertains
to ONRR. This document corrects the
rule published on October 4, 2010.
DATES: This rule is effective on July 1,
2011.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
questions on technical issues, contact
Amy White, Petroleum Engineer,
BOEMRE, Regulations & Standards
Branch, 381 Elden Street, MS 4024,
Herndon, VA 20171; telephone (703)
787-1665; or e-mail
Amy.White@boemre.gov, or Armand
Southall, Regulatory Specialist, ONRR,
PMB, P.O. Box 25165, MS 61013B,
Denver, Colorado 80225-0165;
telephone (303) 231-3221; or e-mail
Armand.Southall@onrr.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background

The rule published in the Federal
Register on October 4, 2010 (75 FR
61051), omitted a few technical
corrections in 30 CFR parts 1204, 1206,
and 1218. This document corrects those
omissions. As explained below, this
document also clarifies BOEMRE’s
authority to utilize the civil penalty
provisions of the Federal Oil and Gas
Royalty Management Act of 1982, 30
U.S.C. 1701 et seq. (FOGRMA). This
rule makes only non-substantive,
technical changes to existing regulations
which have no effect on the rights,
obligations, or interests of affected
parties. Because (1) the provisions of
this rule pertain solely to the
organization and codification of existing
rules and related technical corrections
and (2) clarifying BOEMRE’s FOGRMA
civil penalty authority will avoid
unnecessary confusion and challenge,
the Department for good cause finds that
notice and comment on this rule are
unnecessary and contrary to the public
interest under 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(B).
Furthermore, because this document
qualifies as a “rule[ | of agency
organization, procedure, or practice,” 5
U.S.C. 553(b)(A), this document, in any
event, is exempt from the notice and
comment requirements of 5 U.S.C.
553(b).

Because this rule makes no changes to
the legal obligations or rights of non-
governmental entities, the Department
further finds that good cause exists
under 5 U.S.C. 553(d)(3) to make this
rule effective immediately upon
publication in the Federal Register
rather than 30 days after publication.

The October 4, 2010, Federal Register
notice stated that the rule was a “direct
final rule.” It noted that ““[t]his direct
final rule does not make any substantive
changes to the regulations or
requirements in 30 CFR. It merely
moves ONRR’s current regulations to a
new chapter XII in 30 CFR and makes
technical corrections to position titles,
agency names, and acronyms.” As a
non-substantive rule which simply
moved the then-current regulations to a
new chapter in the Code of Federal
Regulations and made corresponding
technical changes to terminology (such
as changing the references to agency
names), the October 4, 2010, rule
qualifies as a “rule[ ] of agency
organization, procedure, or practicel.]”
5 U.S.C. 553(b)(A). It was therefore
exempt from the notice and comment
provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553(b).

Nevertheless, the agency requested
comments on the reorganization of the
rules. The comments received pointed
out a few technical errors in the October

4, 2010, rule which are corrected in this
rule.

II. Comments on the October 4, 2010,
Rule

The Department received comments
on the rule from one member of the
petroleum industry. These comments
are analyzed and discussed below.

A. Specific Comments on 30 CFR Part
1206—Product Valuation, Subpart C—
Federal Oil and Subpart D—Federal Gas

1. §1206.108 Does ONRR protect
information I provide?

2.§§1206.152(1) Valuation
standards—unprocessed gas and
1206.153(1) Valuation standards—
processed gas.

Public comments: The petroleum
industry member commented that the
regulations for the royalty valuation of
oil, unprocessed gas, and processed gas
production should be modified to
ensure that the submitter’s information
held by both agencies continues to have
the same level of protection from
disclosure to third parties.

Department of the Interior (DOI)
Response: The ONRR, not BOEMRE,
collects documents and information for
royalty valuation purposes under
section 103 of FOGRMA, 30 U.S.C.
1713, and its implementing regulations.
Because ONRR, not BOEMRE, is
responsible for keeping the documents
it collects under that authority
confidential to the extent permitted by
law, there is no need to either add
BOEMRE to ONRR regulations or amend
BOEMRE regulations.

B. Specific Comments on 30 CFR Part
1218—Collection of Monies and
Provision for Geothermal Credits and
Incentives, Subpart D—Oil, Gas and
Sulfur, Offshore

1.§1218.152 Fishermen’s
Contingency Fund.

Public comments: The petroleum
industry member commented that the
regulations must be modified to reflect
the differing responsibilities for the two
new agencies and the limits of ONRR’s
functions, and a corresponding change
would need to be included in BOEMRE
regulations remaining in chapter IL

DOI Response: Under 50 CFR
296.3(b)(2), ONRR, representing the
Secretary of the Interior, not BOEMRE,
has the authority to issue assessments
and collect payments for, and deposit
payments into, the Fishermen’s
Contingency Fund. Therefore, the
Department will not revise § 1218.152.

2.§1218.154 Effect of suspensions
on royalty and rental.

Public comments: The petroleum
industry member commented that the
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references in this section to the
“Regional Supervisor” are to a BOEMRE
official, not an ONRR official, and
therefore should be properly identified.

DOI Response: The Department agrees
that under the suspension rules at 30
CFR 250.173(a), the “Regional
Supervisor” is a BOEMRE official.
Therefore, for clarification purposes, the
Department will add “BOEMRE” to the
title of “Regional Supervisor” in
§1218.154.

C. Specific Comments on 30 CFR Part
219—Distribution and Disbursement of
Royalties, Rentals, and Bonuses,
Subpart D—Oil and Gas, Offshore

1.§219.416 How will the qualified
OCS revenues be allocated to coastal
political subdivisions within the Gulf
producing States?

2.§219.418 When will funds be
disbursed to Gulf producing States and
eligible coastal political subdivisions?

Public comments: The petroleum
industry member commented that
§§219.416 and 219.418 of the existing
subpart D in 30 CFR part 219 refer to
revenue disbursement functions that
should be ONRR’s responsibility. Also,
the petroleum industry member
commented that, if the disbursement
function will be the responsibility of
ONRR, then this subpart must be
amended to reflect the different
responsibilities of BOEMRE and ONRR
with regard to calculation and then
disbursement of qualified OCS revenues
to coastal states.

DOI Response: The Department agrees
that, for clarification purposes, the
BOEMRE rules at 30 CFR 219.416 and
219.418 should distinguish between
BOEMRE’s and ONRR'’s responsibilities.
At this time, BOEMRE is preparing
proposed revisions to its regulations in
30 CFR part 219 and will address the
commenter’s concern in that separate
rulemaking effort.

D. Specific Comments on 30 CFR Part
1220—Accounting Procedures for
Determining Net Profit Share Payment
for Outer Continental Shelf Oil and Gas
Leases

Public comments: The petroleum
industry member commented that
determination of how a net profit share
will be calculated should be the
responsibility of the leasing agency,
BOEMRE, as opposed to the revenue
collection agency, ONRR. Also, the
petroleum industry member commented
that the auditing function could be
transferred to ONRR, and the rules
should be clear as to how responsibility
for audit functions will be divided.

DOI Response: Under the Outer
Continental Shelf Lands Act of 1953

(OCSLA), 43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.,
FOGRMA section 101(a) and (b), 30
U.S.C. 1711(a) and (b), and
Departmental delegations, including
applicable Secretarial Orders, ONRR,
representing the Secretary of the
Interior, not BOEMRE, has the authority
to determine the calculation and audit
of the lessee’s net profit share payments.
Therefore, the Department will not
revise 30 CFR part 1220.

E. Specific Comments on 30 CFR Part
1241—Penalties

Public comments: The petroleum
industry member commented that some
of the activities for which “knowing or
willful” penalties may be assessed
under these regulations are BOEMRE
functions that are not the responsibility
of ONRR.

DOI Response: FOGRMA section 109,
30 U.S.C. 1719, contains some civil
penalty provisions, which pertain
exclusively to royalty (and therefore
come within ONRR’s delegation of
authority), others which pertain
exclusively to leasing and operations
(and therefore come within BOEMRE'’s
delegation of authority), and still others
which pertain to both (and therefore
come within the delegations of authority
for both ONRR and BOEMRE). The
October 4, 2010, rule inadvertently
transferred all of the implementing civil
penalty regulations from 30 CFR chapter
IT to chapter XII. This transfer could
cause confusion regarding BOEMRE’s
ability to exercise authority possessed
by its predecessor component within
the former MMS, which BOEMRE
currently possesses by delegation from
the Secretary of the Interior.

This rule corrects this situation by
restoring to 30 CFR chapter II the civil
penalty regulations, currently found in
30 CFR chapter XII part 1241, which
pertain to offshore leasing and
operations violations. The penalty
provisions that pertain to both royalty
and leasing and operations violations
will be restored to BOEMRE rules, but
also remain in ONRR rules. Thus, the
provisions at 30 CFR 1241.50 through
1241.56, 1241.60(a)(2) and (b)(1),
1241.61 through 1241.70, 1241.71(b),
and 1241.72 through 1241.80 will be
essentially duplicated in the BOEMRE
rules as 30 CFR 250.1450 through
250.1480, with appropriate technical
changes such as changing the reference
to ONRR in several section headings to
BOEMRE and removing the reference to
Indian leases in new § 250.1451(a). The
provisions that pertain exclusively to
leasing and operations violations will be
removed from ONRR rules and put into
BOEMRE rules. Thus, the current 30
CFR 1241.60(a)(3), (b)(2), and (b)(3) will

be removed from ONRR rules and
recodified as 30 CFR 250.1460(a)(2),
(b)(2), and (b)(3), respectively. The
current 30 CFR 1241.60(a)(1), which
deals exclusively with royalties and is
solely within ONRR’s delegated
enforcement authority, will remain in
the ONRR rules and will have no
counterpart in the BOEMRE rules. Like
30 CFR 1241.60(a)(1), 30 CFR 1241.71(a)
is inapplicable to BOEMRE because
violations of offshore leasing or
operations orders or regulations do not
result in underlying underpayments or
unpaid debts (excepting civil penalties),
which could incur interest. Therefore,
30 CFR 1241.71(a) will not have a
counterpart carried over into BOEMRE
regulations. Finally, conforming
changes have been made to 30 CFR
250.1455(b)(2) and 250.1463(b)(2) to
reflect the fact that the bonding and
financial solvency requirements of 30
CFR part 1243, subparts B and C, have
been duplicated in the same subpart,
subpart N of part 250, as the civil
penalty regulations.

This rule also duplicates in BOEMRE
regulations certain provisions regarding
bonding and demonstration of financial
solvency which are currently in ONRR
regulations. These provisions are found
at 30 CFR part 1243, subparts B and C,
and are duplicated, with minor
conforming changes, in this rule in 30
CFR 250.1490 through 250.1497. They
specify the process by which a party
appealing a Notice of Non-Compliance
or Notice of Civil Penalty may post a
bond or demonstrate financial solvency
to stay accrual of civil penalties under
30 CFR 250.1455(b)(2) or 250.1463(b)(2).
These provisions also specify the
methodology by which BOEMRE will
evaluate the sufficiency of a bond
amount or demonstration of financial
solvency.

These provisions are identical to
those found at 30 CFR part 1243,
subparts B and C, with one minor
exception and several conforming
changes. The exception is that the new
30 CFR 250.1496(c)(2)(i) is modified to
require that payments be made by
Electronic Funds Transfer (EFT). This
change is made to conform to 30 CFR
250.126, which requires that fees paid to
BOEMRE be made by EFT.

Duplicating these provisions in
BOEMRE regulations will clarify that
these processes apply to appeals of
BOEMRE civil penalty orders issued
under FOGRMA. Duplicating these
regulations is not a substantive change,
but rather carries over to BOEMRE
regulations authorities which already
exist and are an integral part of the
FOGRMA civil penalty system.
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This rule does not change the civil
penalty authorities assigned to ONRR or
BOEMRE. It does not change the
procedures by which those authorities
are implemented. It merely revises the
references in the regulations to conform
to those in current Secretarial
delegations. It has no effect on the
rights, obligations, or interests of
affected parties. It affects solely the
organization, procedure, and practice of
the agencies.

III. Change of Reference to Director,
Bureau of Indian Affairs

The appeals regulations in 30 CFR
part 1290 provide that appeals of
decisions involving reporting and
payment obligations for Indian leases
are decided by the Deputy
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. The
position of Deputy Commissioner of
Indian Affairs was abolished upon the
creation of the position of Director,
Bureau of Indian Affairs, on April 21,
2003. The role of deciding appeals has
since been performed by the Director,
Bureau of Indian Affairs. This rule
recognizes this by changing the current
reference to the Deputy Commissioner
of Indian Affairs to the Director, Bureau
of Indian Affairs. Changing this
reference simply reflects an internal
organizational change effected 8 years
ago within the Department.

List of Subjects

30 CFR Part 250

Administrative practice and
procedure, Continental shelf,
Environmental impact statements,
Environmental protection, Government
contracts, Investigations, Mineral
royalties, Oil and gas exploration,
Penalties, Pipelines, Public lands—
mineral resources, Public lands—right-
of-way, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Sulfur.

30 CFR Part 1204

Accounting and auditing relief,
Barrels of oil equivalent (BOE),
Continental shelf, Federal lease,
Marginal property, Mineral royalties,
Royalty prepayment, Royalty relief.

30 CFR Part 1206

Coal, Continental shelf, Geothermal
energy, Government contracts,
Indians—lands, Mineral royalties, Oil
and gas exploration, Public lands—
mineral resources, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements.

30 CFR Part 1218

Continental shelf, Electronic funds
transfers, Geothermal energy, Indians—
lands, Mineral royalties, Oil and gas
exploration, Public lands—mineral

resources, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

30 CFR Part 1241

Administrative practice and
procedure, Continental Shelf,
Government contracts, Indians—lands,
Mineral royalties, Oil and gas
exploration, Penalties, Public lands—
mineral resources, Sulfur.

30 CFR Part 1290

Administrative practice and
procedure.

Dated: June 28, 2011.
David J. Hayes,
Deputy Secretary for Department of the
Interior.

Accordingly, 30 CFR parts 250, 1204,
1206, 1218, 1241, and 1290 are
corrected by making the following
amendments:

CHAPTER II—BUREAU OF OCEAN ENERGY
MANAGEMENT, REGULATION, AND
ENFORCEMENT, DEPARTMENT OF THE
INTERIOR

PART 250—OIL AND GAS AND
SULPHUR OPERATIONS IN THE
OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF

m 1. Revise the authority citation for part
250 to read as follows:

Authority: 30 U.S.C. 1751; 31 U.S.C. 9701;
43 U.S.C. 1334.

Subpart N—Outer Continental Shelf
Civil Penalties

m 2. Revise the heading of subpart N to
read as set forth above.

m 3. Add the following undesignated
center heading before § 250.1400 in the
Table of Contents for part 250, to read
as follows:

Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act Civil
Penalties

m 4. Add the following undesignated
center headings and §§ 250.1450
through 250.1456, 250.1460 through
250.1464, 250.1470 through 250.1477,
250.1480, 250.1490 through 250.1491,
and 250.1495 through 250.1497 after
§250.1409 in the Table of Contents for
part 250 to read as follows:

Federal Oil and Gas Royalty
Management Act Civil Penalties
Definitions

250.1450 What definitions apply to this
subpart?

Penalties After a Period To Correct

250.1451 What may the Bureau of Ocean
Energy Management, Regulation, and
Enforcement (BOEMRE) do if I violate a
statute, regulation, order, or lease term
relating to a Federal oil and gas lease?

250.1452 What if I correct the violation?

250.1453 What if I do not correct the
violation?

250.1454 How may I request a hearing on
the record on a Notice of
Noncompliance?

250.1455 Does my request for a hearing on
the record affect the penalties?

250.1456 May I request a hearing on the
record regarding the amount of a civil
penalty if I did not request a hearing on
the Notice of Noncompliance?

Penalties Without a Period To Correct

250.1460 May I be subject to penalties
without prior notice and an opportunity
to correct?

250.1461 How will BOEMRE inform me of
violations without a period to correct?

250.1462 How may I request a hearing on
the record on a Notice of Noncompliance
regarding violations without a period to
correct?

250.1463 Does my request for a hearing on
the record affect the penalties?

250.1464 May Irequest a hearing on the
record regarding the amount of a civil
penalty if I did not request a hearing on
the Notice of Noncompliance?

General Provisions

250.1470 How does BOEMRE decide what
the amount of the penalty should be?

250.1471 Does the penalty affect whether I
owe interest?

250.1472 How will the Office of Hearings
and Appeals conduct the hearing on the
record?

250.1473 How may I appeal the
Administrative Law Judge’s decision?

250.1474 May I seek judicial review of the
decision of the Interior Board of Land
Appeals?

250.1475 When must I pay the penalty?

250.1476 Can BOEMRE reduce my penalty
once it is assessed?

250.1477 How may BOEMRE collect the
penalty?

Criminal Penalties
250.1480 May the United States criminally

prosecute me for violations under
Federal oil and gas leases?

Bonding Requirements

250.1490 What standards must my
BOEMRE-specified surety instrument
meet?

250.1491 How will BOEMRE determine the
amount of my bond or other surety
instrument?

Financial Solvency Requirements

250.1495 How do I demonstrate financial
solvency?

250.1496 How will BOEMRE determine if I
am financially solvent?

250.1497 When will BOEMRE monitor my
financial solvency?

m 5. Add the following undesignated
center heading before § 250.1400 in
subpart N for part 250, to read as
follows:
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Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act Civil
Penalties

m 6. Add the following undesignated
center headings and §§ 250.1450
through 250.1456, 250.1460 through
250.1464, 250.1470 through 250.1477,
250.1480, 250.1490 through 250.1491,
and 250.1495 through 250.1497 after
§250.1409 in subpart N, to read as
follows:

Federal Oil and Gas Royalty
Management Act Civil Penalties
Definitions

§250.1450 What definitions apply to this
subpart?

The terms used in this subpart have
the same meaning as in 30 U.S.C. 1702.

Penalties After a Period To Correct

§250.1451 What may the Bureau of Ocean
Energy Management, Regulation, and
Enforcement (BOEMRE) do if | violate a
statute, regulation, order, or lease term
relating to a Federal oil and gas lease?

(a) If we believe that you have not
followed any requirement of a statute,
regulation, order, or lease term for any
Federal oil or gas lease, we may send
you a Notice of Noncompliance
informing you what the violation is and
what you need to do to correct it to
avoid civil penalties under 30 U.S.C.
1719(a) and (b).

(b) We will serve the Notice of
Noncompliance by registered mail or
personal service using the most current
address on file as maintained by the
BOEMRE Leasing Office in your
respective Region.

§250.1452 What if | correct the violation?

The matter will be closed if you
correct all of the violations identified in
the Notice of Noncompliance within 20
days after you receive the Notice (or
within a longer time period specified in
the Notice).

§250.1453 What if | do not correct the
violation?

(a) We may send you a Notice of Civil
Penalty if you do not correct all of the
violations identified in the Notice of
Noncompliance within 20 days after
you receive the Notice of
Noncompliance (or within a longer time
period specified in that Notice). The
Notice of Civil Penalty will tell you how
much penalty you must pay. The
penalty may be up to $500 per day,
beginning with the date of the Notice of
Noncompliance, for each violation
identified in the Notice of
Noncompliance for as long as you do
not correct the violations.

(b) If you do not correct all of the
violations identified in the Notice of

Noncompliance within 40 days after
you receive the Notice of
Noncompliance (or 20 days following
the expiration of a longer time period
specified in that Notice), we may
increase the penalty to up to $5,000 per
day, beginning with the date of the
Notice of Noncompliance, for each
violation for as long as you do not
correct the violations.

§250.1454 How may | request a hearing on
the record on a Notice of Noncompliance?

You may request a hearing on the
record on a Notice of Noncompliance by
filing a request within 30 days of the
date you received the Notice of
Noncompliance with the Hearings
Division (Departmental), Office of
Hearings and Appeals, U.S. Department
of the Interior, 801 North Quincy Street,
Arlington, Virginia 22203. You may do
this regardless of whether you correct
the violations identified in the Notice of
Noncompliance.

§250.1455 Does my request for a hearing
on the record affect the penalties?

(a) If you do not correct the violations
identified in the Notice of
Noncompliance, the penalties will
continue to accrue even if you request
a hearing on the record.

(b) You may petition the Hearings
Division (Departmental) of the Office of
Hearings and Appeals, to stay the
accrual of penalties pending the hearing
on the record and a decision by the
Administrative Law Judge under
§250.1472.

(1) You must file your petition within
45 calendar days of receiving the Notice
of Noncompliance.

(2) To stay the accrual of penalties,
you must post a bond or other surety
instrument, or demonstrate financial
solvency, using the standards and
requirements as prescribed in 30 CFR
250.1490 through 250.1497, for the
principal amount of any unpaid
amounts due that are the subject of the
Notice of Noncompliance, including
interest thereon, plus the amount of any
penalties accrued before the date a stay
becomes effective.

(3) The Hearings Division will grant
or deny the petition under 43 CFR
4.21(b).

§250.1456 May | request a hearing on the
record regarding the amount of a civil
penalty if | did not request a hearing on the
Notice of Noncompliance?

(a) You may request a hearing on the
record to challenge only the amount of
a civil penalty when you receive a
Notice of Civil Penalty, if you did not
previously request a hearing on the
record under § 250.1454. If you did not
request a hearing on the record on the

Notice of Noncompliance under
§250.1454, you may not contest your
underlying liability for civil penalties.

(b) You must file your request within
10 days after you receive the Notice of
Civil Penalty with the Hearings Division
(Departmental), Office of Hearings and
Appeals, U.S. Department of the
Interior, 801 North Quincy Street,
Arlington, Virginia 22203.

Penalties Without a Period To Correct

§250.1460 May | be subject to penalties
without prior notice and an opportunity to
correct?

The Federal Oil and Gas Royalty
Management Act sets out several
specific violations for which penalties
accrue without an opportunity to first
correct the violation.

(a) Under 30 U.S.C. 1719(c), you may
be subject to penalties of up to $10,000
per day per violation for each day the
violation continues if you:

(1) Fail or refuse to permit lawful
entry, inspection, or audit; or

(2) Knowingly or willfully fail or
refuse to notify the Secretary, within 5
business days after any well begins
production on a lease site or allocated
to a lease site, or resumes production in
the case of a well which has been off
production for more than 90 days, of the
date on which production has begun or
resumed.

(b) Under 30 U.S.C. 1719(d), you may
be subject to civil penalties of up to
$25,000 per day for each day each
violation continues if you:

(1) Knowingly or willfully prepare,
maintain, or submit false, inaccurate, or
misleading reports, notices, affidavits,
records, data, or other written
information;

(2) Knowingly or willfully take or
remove, transport, use or divert any oil
or gas from any lease site without
having valid legal authority to do so; or

(3) Purchase, accept, sell, transport, or
convey to another person, any oil or gas
knowing or having reason to know that
such oil or gas was stolen or unlawfully
removed or diverted.

§250.1461 How will BOEMRE inform me of
violations without a period to correct?

We will inform you of any violation,
without a period to correct, by issuing
a Notice of Noncompliance and Civil
Penalty explaining the violation, how to
correct it, and the penalty assessment.
We will serve the Notice of
Noncompliance and Civil Penalty by
registered mail or personal service using
your address of record as specified
under subpart H of part 1218.
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§250.1462 How may | request a hearing on
the record on a Notice of Noncompliance
regarding violations without a period to
correct?

You may request a hearing on the
record of a Notice of Noncompliance
regarding violations without a period to
correct by filing a request within 30
days after you receive the Notice of
Noncompliance with the Hearings
Division (Departmental), Office of
Hearings and Appeals, U.S. Department
of the Interior, 801 North Quincy Street,
Arlington, Virginia 22203. You may do
this regardless of whether you correct
the violations identified in the Notice of
Noncompliance.

§250.1463 Does my request for a hearing
on the record affect the penalties?

(a) If you do not correct the violations
identified in the Notice of
Noncompliance regarding violations
without a period to correct, the
penalties will continue to accrue even if
you request a hearing on the record.

(b) You may ask the Hearings Division
(Departmental) to stay the accrual of
penalties pending the hearing on the
record and a decision by the
Administrative Law Judge under
§250.1472.

(1) You must file your petition within
45 calendar days after you receive the
Notice of Noncompliance.

(2) To stay the accrual of penalties,
you must post a bond or other surety
instrument, or demonstrate financial
solvency, using the standards and
requirements as prescribed in 30 CFR
250.1490 through 250.1497, for the
principal amount of any unpaid
amounts due that are the subject of the
Notice of Noncompliance, including
interest thereon, plus the amount of any
penalties accrued before the date a stay
becomes effective.

(3) The Hearings Division will grant
or deny the petition under 43 CFR
4.21(b).

§250.1464 May | request a hearing on the
record regarding the amount of a civil
penalty if | did not request a hearing on the
Notice of Noncompliance?

(a) You may request a hearing on the
record to challenge only the amount of
a civil penalty when you receive a
Notice of Civil Penalty regarding
violations without a period to correct, if
you did not previously request a hearing
on the record under § 250.1462. If you
did not request a hearing on the record
on the Notice of Noncompliance under
§250.1462, you may not contest your
underlying liability for civil penalties.

(b) You must file your request within
10 days after you receive Notice of Civil
Penalty with the Hearings Division
(Departmental), Office of Hearings and

Appeals, U.S. Department of the
Interior, 801 North Quincy, Arlington,
Virginia 22203.

General Provisions

§250.1470 How does BOEMRE decide
what the amount of the penalty should be?

We determine the amount of the
penalty by considering the severity of
the violations, your history of
compliance, and if you are a small
business.

§250.1471 Does the penalty affect whether
| owe interest?

If you do not pay the penalty by the
date required under § 250.1475(d),
BOEMRE will assess you late payment
interest on the penalty amount at the
same rate interest is assessed under 30
CFR 1218.54.

§250.1472 How will the Office of Hearings
and Appeals conduct the hearing on the
record?

If you request a hearing on the record
under §§ 250.1454, 250.1456, 250.1462,
or 250.1464, the hearing will be
conducted by a Departmental
Administrative Law Judge from the
Office of Hearings and Appeals. After
the hearing, the Administrative Law
Judge will issue a decision in
accordance with the evidence presented
and applicable law.

§250.1473 How may | appeal the
Administrative Law Judge’s decision?

If you are adversely affected by the
Administrative Law Judge’s decision,
you may appeal that decision to the
Interior Board of Land Appeals under 43
CFR part 4, subpart E.

§250.1474 May | seek judicial review of the
decision of the Interior Board of Land
Appeals?

Under 30 U.S.C. 1719(j), you may seek
judicial review of the decision of the
Interior Board of Land Appeals. A suit
for judicial review in the District Court
will be barred unless filed within 90
days after the final order.

§250.1475 When must | pay the penalty?

(a) You must pay the amount of the
Notice of Civil Penalty issued under
§§250.1453 or 250.1461, if you do not
request a hearing on the record under
§§250.1454, 250.1456, 250.1462, or
250.1464

(b) If you request a hearing on the
record under §§ 250.1454, 250.1456,
250.1462, or 250.1464, but you do not
appeal the determination of the
Administrative Law Judge to the Interior
Board of Land Appeals under
§250.1473, you must pay the amount
assessed by the Administrative Law

Judge.

(c) If you appeal the determination of
the Administrative Law Judge to the
Interior Board of Land Appeals, you
must pay the amount assessed in the
IBLA decision.

(d) You must pay the penalty assessed
within 40 days after:

(1) You received the Notice of Civil
Penalty, if you did not request a hearing
on the record under either §§ 250.1454,
250.1456, 250.1462, or 250.1464;

(2) You received an Administrative
Law Judge’s decision under § 250.1472,
if you obtained a stay of the accrual of
penalties pending the hearing on the
record under § 250.1455(b) or
§ 250.1463(b) and did not appeal the
Administrative Law Judge’s
determination to the IBLA under
§250.1473;

(3) You received an IBLA decision
under § 250.1473 if the IBLA continued
the stay of accrual of penalties pending
its decision and you did not seek
judicial review of the IBLA’s decision;
or

(4) A final non-appealable judgment
of a court of competent jurisdiction is
entered, if you sought judicial review of
the IBLA’s decision and the Department
or the appropriate court suspended
compliance with the IBLA’s decision
pending the adjudication of the case.

(e) If you do not pay, that amount is
subject to collection under the
provisions of § 250.1477.

§250.1476 Can BOEMRE reduce my
penalty once it is assessed?

Under 30 U.S.C. 1719(g), the Director
or his or her delegate may compromise
or reduce civil penalties assessed under
this part.

§250.1477 How may BOEMRE collect the
penalty?

(a) BOEMRE may use all available
means to collect the penalty including,
but not limited to:

(1) Requiring the lease surety, for
amounts owed by lessees, to pay the
penalty;

(2) Deducting the amount of the
penalty from any sums the United States
owes to you; and

(3) Using judicial process to compel
your payment under 30 U.S.C. 1719(k).

(b) If the Department uses judicial
process, or if you seek judicial review
under § 250.1474 and the court upholds
assessment of a penalty, the court shall
have jurisdiction to award the amount
assessed plus interest assessed from the
date of the expiration of the 90-day
period referred to in § 250.1474. The
amount of any penalty, as finally
determined, may be deducted from any
sum owing to you by the United States.
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Criminal Penalties

§250.1480 May the United States
criminally prosecute me for violations
under Federal oil and gas leases?

If you commit an act for which a civil
penalty is provided at 30 U.S.C. 1719(d)
and § 250.1460(b), the United States
may pursue criminal penalties as
provided at 30 U.S.C. 1720, in addition
to any authority for prosecution under
other statutes.

Bonding Requirements

§250.1490 What standards must my
BOEMRE-specified surety instrument meet?

(a) A BOEMRE-specified surety
instrument must be in a form specified
in BOEMRE instructions. BOEMRE will
give you written information and
standard forms for BOEMRE-specified
surety instrument requirements.

(b) BOEMRE will use a bank-rating
service to determine whether a financial
institution has an acceptable rating to
provide a surety instrument adequate to
indemnify the lessor from loss or
damage.

(1) Administrative appeal bonds must
be issued by a qualified surety company
which the Department of the Treasury
has approved.

(2) Irrevocable letters of credit or
certificates of deposit must be from a
financial institution acceptable to
BOEMRE with a minimum 1-year period
of coverage subject to automatic renewal
up to 5 years.

§250.1491 How will BOEMRE determine
the amount of my bond or other surety
instrument?

(a) The BOEMRE bond-approving
officer may approve your surety if he or
she determines that the amount is
adequate to guarantee payment. The
amount of your surety may vary
depending on the form of the surety and
how long the surety is effective.

(1) The amount of the BOEMRE-
specified surety instrument must
include the principal amount owed
under the Notice of Noncompliance or
Notice of Civil Penalty plus any accrued
interest we determine is owed plus
projected interest for a 1-year period.

(2) Treasury book-entry bond or note
amounts must be equal to at least 120
percent of the required surety amount.

(b) If your appeal is not decided
within 1 year from the filing date, you
must increase the surety amount to
cover additional estimated interest for
another 1-year period. You must
continue to do this annually on the date
your appeal was filed. We will
determine the additional estimated
interest and notify you of the amount so
you can amend your surety instrument.

(c) You may submit a single surety
instrument that covers multiple appeals.
You may change the instrument to add
new amounts under appeal or remove
amounts that have been adjudicated in
your favor or that you have paid, if you:

(1) Amend the single surety
instrument annually on the date you
filed your first appeal; and

(2) Submit a separate surety
instrument for new amounts under
appeal until you amend the instrument
to cover the new appeals.

Financial Solvency Requirements

§250.1495 How do | demonstrate financial
solvency?

(a) To demonstrate financial solvency
under this part, you must submit an
audited consolidated balance sheet, and,
if requested by the BOEMRE bond-
approving officer, up to 3 years of tax
returns to BOEMRE using the U.S.
Postal Service, private delivery, courier,
or overnight delivery at:

(1) For Alaska OCS: Jeffrey Walker,
RS/FO, BOEMRE Alaska OCS Region,
3801 Centerpoint Drive, Suite 500,
Anchorage, AK 99503-5823,
jeffrey,walker@boemre.gov, (907) 334—
5300.

(2) For Gulf of Mexico and Atlantic
OCS: Joshua Joyce, Regional FARM
Program Coordinator, BOEMRE Gulf of
Mexico OCS Region, 1201 Elmwood
Park Boulevard New Orleans, LA
70123-2394, joshua.joyce@boemre.gov,
(504) 736-2779

(3) For Pacific OCS: Jaron Ming, Lead
Leasing Specialist, BOEMRE Pacific
OCS Region, 770 Paseo Camarillo, 2nd
Floor, Camarillo, CA 93010,
jaron.ming@boemre.gov, (805) 389-7514

(b) You must submit an audited
consolidated balance sheet annually,
and, if requested, additional annual tax
returns on the date BOEMRE first
determined that you demonstrated
financial solvency as long as you have
active appeals, or whenever BOEMRE
requests.

(c) If you demonstrate financial
solvency in the current calendar year,
you are not required to redemonstrate
financial solvency for new appeals of
orders during that calendar year unless
you file for protection under any
provision of the U.S. Bankruptcy Code
(Title 11 of the United States Code), or
BOEMRE notifies you that you must
redemonstrate financial solvency.

§250.1496 How will BOEMRE determine if
| am financially solvent?

(a) The BOEMRE bond-approving
officer will determine your financial
solvency by examining your total net
worth, including, as appropriate, the net
worth of your affiliated entities.

(b) If your net worth, minus the
amount we would require as surety
under 30 CFR 250.1490 and 250.1491
for all orders you have appealed is
greater than $300 million, you are
presumptively deemed financially
solvent, and we will not require you to
post a bond or other surety instrument.

(c) If your net worth, minus the
amount we would require as surety
under 30 CFR 250.1490 and 250.1491
for all orders you have appealed is less
than $300 million, you must submit the
following to BOEMRE by one of the
methods in §250.1495(a):

(1) A written request asking us to
consult a business-information, or
credit-reporting service or program to
determine your financial solvency; and

(2) A nonrefundable $50 processing
fee:

(i) You must pay the processing fee to
us following the requirements for
making payments found in 30 CFR
250.126. You are required to use
Electronic Funds Transfer (EFT) for
these payments;

(ii) You must submit the fee with your
request under paragraph (c)(1) of this
section, and then annually on the date
we first determined that you
demonstrated financial solvency, as
long as you are not able to demonstrate
financial solvency under paragraph (a)
of this section and you have active
appeals.

(d) If you request that we consult a
business-information or credit-reporting
service or program under paragraph (c)
of this section:

(1) We will use criteria similar to that
which a potential creditor would use to
lend an amount equal to the bond or
other surety instrument we would
require under 30 CFR 250.1490 and
250.1491;

(2) For us to consider you financially
solvent, the business-information or
credit-reporting service or program must
demonstrate your degree of risk as low
to moderate:

(i) If our bond-approving officer
determines that the business-
information or credit-reporting service
or program information demonstrates
your financial solvency to our
satisfaction, our bond-approving officer
will not require you to post a bond or
other surety instrument under 30 CFR
250.1490 and 250.1491;

(ii) If our bond-approving officer
determines that the business-
information or credit-reporting service
or program information does not
demonstrate your financial solvency to
our satisfaction, our bond-approving
officer will require you to post a bond
or other surety instrument under 30 CFR
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250.1490 and 250.1491 or pay the
obligation.

§250.1497 When will BOEMRE monitor my
financial solvency?

(a) If you are presumptively
financially solvent under § 250.1496(b),
BOEMRE will determine your net worth
as described under §§ 250.1496(b) and
(c) to evaluate your financial solvency at
least annually on the date we first
determined that you demonstrated
financial solvency as long as you have

active appeals and each time you appeal
a new order.

(b) If you ask us to consult a business-
information or credit-reporting service
or program under § 250.1496(c), we will
consult a service or program annually as
long as you have active appeals and
each time you appeal a new order.

(c) If our bond-approving officer
determines that you are no longer

financially solvent, you must post a
bond or other BOEMRE-specified surety

AMENDMENT TABLE FOR PART 1204

instrument under §§ 250.1490 and
250.1491.

CHAPTER XII—OFFICE OF NATURAL
RESOURCES REVENUE, DEPARTMENT OF
THE INTERIOR

PART 1204—ALTERNATIVES FOR
MARGINAL PROPERTIES

m 7. The authority citation for part 1204
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 30 U.S.C. 1726.
m 8. Amend part 1204 as follows:

By removing the reference to:

And adding in its place:

§1204.207(b)
§1204.207(b)

§204.208
MMS

§1204.208.
ONRR.

PART 1206—PRODUCT VALUATION

m 9. The authority citation for part 1206
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 301 et seq.; 25 U.S.C.
396 et seq., 396a et seq., 2101 et seq.; 30
U.S.C. 181 et seq., 351 et seq., 1001 et seq.,

AMENDMENT TABLE FOR PART 1206

1701 et seq.; 31 U.S.C. 9701; 43 U.S.C. 1301
et seq., 1331 et seq.; 1801 et seq.

m 10. Amend part 1206 as follows:

Amend

By removing the reference to:

And adding in its place:

§1206.259(e)(1) (twice)
§ 1206.259(e)(2)

ONRR.
ONRR.

PART 1218—COLLECTION OF MONIES
AND PROVISION FOR GEOTHERMAL
CREDITS AND INCENTIVES
[CORRECTION]

m 11. The authority citation for part
1218 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 25 U.S.C. 396 et seq., 396a et
seq., 2101 et seq.; 30 U.S.C. 181 et seq., 351
et seq., 1001 et seq., 1701 et seq.; 31 U.S.C.
3335; 43 U.S.C. 1301 et seq., 1331 et seq.;
1801 et seq.

m 12. Amend part 1218 as follows:

AMENDMENT TABLE FOR PART 1218

By removing the reference to:

And adding in its place:

§1218.154(a)
§1218.154(b)

Regional Supervisor
Regional Supervisor

BOEMRE Regional Supervisor.
BOEMRE Regional Supervisor.

PART 1241—PENALTIES

m 13. The authority citation for part
1241 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 25 U.S.C. 396 et seq., 396a et
seq., 2101 et seq.; 30 U.S.C. 181 et seq., 351
et seq., 1001 et seq., 1701 et seq.; 43 U.S.C.
1301 et seq., 1331 et seq.; 1801 et seq.

m 14. Amend § 1241.60 as follows:

m a. Remove paragraph (a)(3).

m b. Remove ”’; or” after the word
“audit” and add, in its place, a period
in paragraph (a)(2).

m c. Add “or” after “lease;” in
paragraph (a)(1).

m d. Revise paragraph (b) to read as
follows:

§1241.60 May | be subject to penalties
without prior notice and an opportunity to
correct?

(b) Under 30 U.S.C. 1719(d), you may
be subject to civil penalties of up to
$25,000 per day for each day each
violation continues if you knowingly or
willfully prepare, maintain, or submit
false, inaccurate, or misleading reports,

notices, affidavits, records, data, or
other written information.
* * * * *

PART 1290—APPEAL PROCEDURES
FOR OFFICE OF NATURAL
RESOURCES REVENUE

m 16. The authority citation for part
1290 is revised to read as follows:

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 301 et seq.; 43 U.S.C.
1331.

m 17. Amend part 1290 as follows:
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AMENDMENT TABLE FOR PART 1290

By removing the reference to:

And adding in its place:

§1290.105(g)
§1290.108
§1290.110(a)(1)

Deputy Commissioner of Indian Affairs
Deputy Commissioner of Indian Affairs ..
Deputy Commissioner of Indian Affairs

Director, Bureau of Indian Affairs.
Director, Bureau of Indian Affairs.
Director, Bureau of Indian Affairs.

[FR Doc. 2011-16681 Filed 6-30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-MR-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Office of Foreign Assets Control

31 CFR Part 570

Libyan Sanctions Regulations

AGENCY: Office of Foreign Assets
Control, Treasury.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Department of the
Treasury’s Office of Foreign Assets
Control (“OFAC”) is issuing regulations
with respect to Libya to implement
Executive Order 13566 of February 25,
2011. OFAC intends to supplement this
part 570 with a more comprehensive set
of regulations, which may include
additional interpretive and definitional
guidance and additional general
licenses and statements of licensing
policy.

DATES: Effective Date: July 1, 2011.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Assistant Director for Sanctions
Compliance & Evaluation, tel.: 202—622—
2490, Assistant Director for Licensing,
tel.: 202—622—-2480, Assistant Director
for Policy, tel.: 202—-622-4855, Office of
Foreign Assets Control, or Chief Counsel
(Foreign Assets Control), tel.: 202—-622—
2410, Office of the General Counsel,
Department of the Treasury (not toll free
numbers).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Electronic and Facsimile Availability

This document and additional
information concerning OFAC are
available from OFAC’s Web site
(http://www.treasury.gov/ofac). Certain
general information pertaining to
OFAC’s sanctions programs also is
available via facsimile through a 24-
hour fax-on-demand service, tel.: 202—
622-0077.

Background

On February 25, 2011, the President,
invoking the authority of, inter alia, the
International Emergency Economic
Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 1701-1706) and
the National Emergencies Act (50 U.S.C.
1601 et seq.), issued Executive Order

13566 (76 FR 11315, March 2, 2011)
(“E.O. 13566”"), effective at 8 p.m.
eastern standard time on February 25,
2011.

The Department of the Treasury’s
Office of Foreign Assets Control
(“OFAC”) is issuing the Libyan
Sanctions Regulations, 31 CFR part 570
(the “Regulations”), to implement E.O.
13566 pursuant to authorities delegated
to the Secretary of the Treasury in E.O.
13566. A copy of E.O. 13566 appears in
appendix A to this part.

The Regulations are being published
in abbreviated form at this time for the
purpose of providing immediate
guidance to the public. Effective July 1,
2011, sections 570.506 and 570.508
replace and supersede General License
Nos. 3 and 2, respectively, which have
been available on, and are now being
removed from, OFAC’s Web site.
General License Nos. 1B, 4, and 5, as
well as certain statements of licensing
policy, are not being incorporated into
the Regulations at this time and remain
available on OFAC’s Web site at
http://www.treasury.gov/resource-
center/sanctions/programs/pages/
libya.aspx. Other general licenses and
statements of licensing policy also may
be added to OFAC’s Web site. OFAC
intends to supplement this part 570
with a more comprehensive set of
regulations, which may include
additional interpretive and definitional
guidance and additional general
licenses and statements of licensing
policy. The appendix to the Regulations
will be removed when OFAC
supplements this part with a more
comprehensive set of regulations.

Public Participation

Because the Regulations involve a
foreign affairs function, the provisions
of Executive Order 12866 of September
30, 1993, and the Administrative
Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 553) requiring
notice of proposed rulemaking,
opportunity for public participation,
and delay in effective date are
inapplicable. Because no notice of
proposed rulemaking is required for this
rule, the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 601-612) does not apply.

Paperwork Reduction Act

The collections of information related
to the Regulations are contained in 31

CFR part 501 (the “Reporting,
Procedures and Penalties Regulations™).
Pursuant to the Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3507), those
collections of information have been
approved by the Office of Management
and Budget under control number 1505—
0164. An agency may not conduct or
sponsor, and a person is not required to
respond to, a collection of information
unless the collection of information
displays a valid control number.

List of Subjects in 31 CFR Part 570

Administrative practice and
procedure, Banking, Banks, Blocking of
assets, Brokers, Credit, Foreign trade,
Investments, Libya, Loans, Securities,
Services.

For the reasons set forth in the
preamble, the Department of the
Treasury’s Office of Foreign Assets
Control adds part 570 to 31 CFR Chapter
V to read as follows:

PART 570—LIBYAN SANCTIONS
REGULATIONS

Subpart A—Relation of This Part to Other
Laws and Regulations

Sec.
570.101 Relation of this part to other laws
and regulations.

Subpart B—Prohibitions

570.201 Prohibited transactions.

570.202 Effect of transfers violating the
provisions of this part.

570.203 Holding of funds in interest-
bearing accounts; investment and
reinvestment.

Subpart C—General Definitions

570.301
570.302
570.303
570.304
570.305
570.306
570.307
570.308
570.309
570.310
570.311
570.312
570.313

Blocked account; blocked property.
Effective date.

Entity.

Government of Libya.

[Reserved]

Interest.

Licenses; general and specific.
Person.

Property; property interest.
Transfer.

United States.

U.S. financial institution.

United States person; U.S. person.

Subpart D—Interpretations

570.401 [Reserved]

570.402 Effect of amendment.

570.403 Termination and acquisition of an
interest in blocked property.

570.404 Transactions ordinarily incident to
a licensed transaction authorized.



Federal Register/Vol. 76, No. 127/Friday, July 1, 2011/Rules and Regulations

38563

570.405 Setoffs prohibited.
570.406 Entities owned by a person whose

property and interests in property are
blocked.

Subpart E—Licenses, Authorizations, and

Statements of Licensing Policy

570.501 General and specific licensing
procedures.

570.502 [Reserved]

570.503 Exclusion from licenses.

570.504 Payments and transfers to blocked
accounts in U.S. financial institutions.

570.505 Entries in certain accounts for
normal service charges authorized.

570.506 Provision of certain legal services
authorized.

570.507 Authorization of emergency
medical services.

570.508 Libyan diplomatic missions in the
United States.

Subpart F—[Reserved]
Subpart G—[Reserved]

Subpart H—Procedures

570.801 [Reserved]

570.802 Delegation by the Secretary of the
Treasury.

Subpart I—Paperwork Reduction Act
570.901 Paperwork Reduction Act notice.

Appendix A to Part 570—Executive Order
13566

Authority: 3 U.S.C. 301; 31 U.S.C. 321(b);
50 U.S.C. 1601-1651, 1701-1706; Pub. L.
101—410, 104 Stat. 890 (28 U.S.C. 2461 note);
Pub. L. 110-96, 121 Stat. 1011 (50 U.S.C.
1705 note); E.O. 13566, 76 FR 11315, March
2,2011.

Subpart A—Relation of This Part to
Other Laws and Regulations

§570.101 Relation of this part to other
laws and regulations.

This part is separate from, and
independent of, the other parts of this
chapter, with the exception of part 501
of this chapter, the recordkeeping and
reporting requirements and license
application and other procedures of
which apply to this part. Actions taken
pursuant to part 501 of this chapter with
respect to the prohibitions contained in
this part are considered actions taken
pursuant to this part. Differing foreign
policy and national security
circumstances may result in differing
interpretations of similar language
among the parts of this chapter. No
license or authorization contained in or
issued pursuant to those other parts
authorizes any transaction prohibited by
this part. No license or authorization
contained in or issued pursuant to any
other provision of law or regulation
authorizes any transaction prohibited by
this part. No license or authorization
contained in or issued pursuant to this
part relieves the involved parties from

complying with any other applicable
laws or regulations.

Note to § 570.101: This part has been
published in abbreviated form for the
purpose of providing immediate guidance to
the public. OFAC intends to supplement this
part with a more comprehensive set of
regulations, which may include additional
interpretive and definitional guidance and
additional general licenses and statements of
licensing policy.

Subpart B—Prohibitions

§570.201 Prohibited transactions.

All transactions prohibited pursuant
to Executive Order 13566 of February
25, 2011 (76 FR 11315, March 2, 2011),
are also prohibited pursuant to this part.

Note 1 to §570.201: The names of persons
listed in or designated pursuant to Executive
Order 13566, whose property and interests in
property therefore are blocked pursuant to
this section, are published in the Federal
Register and incorporated into the Office of
Foreign Assets Control’s Specially
Designated Nationals and Blocked Persons
List (“SDN List”’) with the identifier
“[LIBYA2].” The SDN List is accessible
through the following page on the Office of
Foreign Assets Control’s Web site: http://
www.treasury.gov/sdn. Additional
information pertaining to the SDN List can be
found in Appendix A to this chapter. See
§570.406 concerning entities that may not be
listed on the SDN List but whose property
and interests in property are nevertheless
blocked pursuant to this section. Executive
Order 13566 also blocks the property and
interests in property of the Government of
Libya. See § 570.304 of this part for the
definition of the term Government of Libya.
The property and interests in property of
persons falling within the definition of the
term Government of Libya are blocked
pursuant to this section regardless of whether
the names of such persons are published in
the Federal Register or incorporated into the
SDN List.

Note 2 to §570.201: The International
Emergency Economic Powers Act (50 U.S.C.
1701-1706), in Section 203 (50 U.S.C. 1702),
authorizes the blocking of property and
interests in property of a person during the
pendency of an investigation. The names of
persons whose property and interests in
property are blocked pending investigation
pursuant to this section also are published in
the Federal Register and incorporated into
the SDN List with the identifier ¢“[BPI-
LIBYA2].”

Note 3 to § 570.201: Sections 501.806 and
501.807 of this chapter describe the
procedures to be followed by persons
seeking, respectively, the unblocking of
funds that they believe were blocked due to
mistaken identity, or administrative
reconsideration of their status as the
Government of Libya or persons whose
property and interests in property are
blocked pursuant to this section.

§570.202 Effect of transfers violating the
provisions of this part.

(a) Any transfer after the effective date
that is in violation of any provision of
this part or of any regulation, order,
directive, ruling, instruction, or license
issued pursuant to this part, and that
involves any property or interest in
property blocked pursuant to § 570.201,
is null and void and shall not be the
basis for the assertion or recognition of
any interest in or right, remedy, power,
or privilege with respect to such
property or property interests.

(b) No transfer before the effective
date shall be the basis for the assertion
or recognition of any right, remedy,
power, or privilege with respect to, or
any interest in, any property or interest
in property blocked pursuant to
§570.201, unless the person who holds
or maintains such property, prior to that
date, had written notice of the transfer
or by any written evidence had
recognized such transfer.

(c) Unless otherwise provided, an
appropriate license or other
authorization issued by the Office of
Foreign Assets Control before, during, or
after a transfer shall validate such
transfer or make it enforceable to the
same extent that it would be valid or
enforceable but for the provisions of the
International Emergency Economic
Powers Act, Executive Order 13566, this
part, and any regulation, order,
directive, ruling, instruction, or license
issued pursuant to this part.

(d) Transfers of property that
otherwise would be null and void or
unenforceable by virtue of the
provisions of this section shall not be
deemed to be null and void or
unenforceable as to any person with
whom such property is or was held or
maintained (and as to such person only)
in cases in which such person is able to
establish to the satisfaction of the Office
of Foreign Assets Control each of the
following:

(1) Such transfer did not represent a
willful violation of the provisions of this
part by the person with whom such
property is or was held or maintained
(and as to such person only);

(2) The person with whom such
property is or was held or maintained
did not have reasonable cause to know
or suspect, in view of all the facts and
circumstances known or available to
such person, that such transfer required
a license or authorization issued
pursuant to this part and was not so
licensed or authorized, or, if a license or
authorization did purport to cover the
transfer, that such license or
authorization had been obtained by
misrepresentation of a third party or



38564

Federal Register/Vol. 76, No. 127/Friday, July 1, 2011/Rules and Regulations

withholding of material facts or was
otherwise fraudulently obtained; and

(3) The person with whom such
property is or was held or maintained
filed with the Office of Foreign Assets
Control a report setting forth in full the
circumstances relating to such transfer
promptly upon discovery that:

(i) Such transfer was in violation of
the provisions of this part or any
regulation, ruling, instruction, license,
or other directive or authorization
issued pursuant to this part;

(ii) Such transfer was not licensed or
authorized by the Office of Foreign
Assets Control; or

(iii) If a license did purport to cover
the transfer, such license had been
obtained by misrepresentation of a third
party or withholding of material facts or
was otherwise fraudulently obtained.

Note to paragraph (d) of § 570.202: The
filing of a report in accordance with the
provisions of paragraph (d)(3) of this section
shall not be deemed evidence that the terms
of paragraphs (d)(1) and (d)(2) of this section
have been satisfied.

(e) Unless licensed pursuant to this
part, any attachment, judgment, decree,
lien, execution, garnishment, or other
judicial process is null and void with
respect to any property in which, on or
since the effective date, there existed an
interest of a person whose property and
interests in property are blocked
pursuant to §570.201.

§570.203 Holding of funds in interest-
bearing accounts; investment and
reinvestment.

(a) Except as provided in paragraphs
(e) or (f) of this section, or as otherwise
directed by the Office of Foreign Assets
Control, any U.S. person holding funds,
such as currency, bank deposits, or
liquidated financial obligations, subject
to §570.201 shall hold or place such
funds in a blocked interest-bearing
account located in the United States.

(b)(1) For purposes of this section, the
term blocked interest-bearing account
means a blocked account:

(i) In a Federally-insured U.S. bank,
thrift institution, or credit union,
provided the funds are earning interest
at rates that are commercially
reasonable; or

(ii) With a broker or dealer registered
with the Securities and Exchange
Commission under the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934 (15 U.S.C. 78a et
seq.), provided the funds are invested in
a money market fund or in U.S.
Treasury bills.

(2) Funds held or placed in a blocked
account pursuant to paragraph (a) of this
section may not be invested in
instruments the maturity of which
exceeds 180 days.

(c) For purposes of this section, a rate
is commercially reasonable if it is the
rate currently offered to other depositors
on deposits or instruments of
comparable size and maturity.

(d) For purposes of this section, if
interest is credited to a separate blocked
account or subaccount, the name of the
account party on each account must be
the same.

(e) Blocked funds held in instruments
the maturity of which exceeds 180 days
at the time the funds become subject to
§570.201 may continue to be held until
maturity in the original instrument,
provided any interest, earnings, or other
proceeds derived therefrom are paid
into a blocked interest-bearing account
in accordance with paragraphs (a) or (f)
of this section.

(f) Blocked funds held in accounts or
instruments outside the United States at
the time the funds become subject to
§570.201 may continue to be held in the
same type of accounts or instruments,
provided the funds earn interest at rates
that are commercially reasonable.

(g) This section does not create an
affirmative obligation for the holder of
blocked tangible property, such as
chattels or real estate, or of other
blocked property, such as debt or equity
securities, to sell or liquidate such
property. However, the Office of Foreign
Assets Control may issue licenses
permitting or directing such sales or
liquidation in appropriate cases.

(h) Funds subject to this section may
not be held, invested, or reinvested in
a manner that provides immediate
financial or economic benefit or access
to any person whose property and
interests in property are blocked
pursuant to § 570.201, nor may their
holder cooperate in or facilitate the
pledging or other attempted use as
collateral of blocked funds or other
assets.

Subpart C—General Definitions

§570.301
property.
The terms blocked account and
blocked property shall mean any
account or property subject to the
prohibitions in § 570.201 held in the
name of the Government of Libya or any
other person whose property and
interests in property are blocked
pursuant to § 570.201, or in which the
Government of Libya or such person has
an interest, and with respect to which
payments, transfers, exportations,
withdrawals, or other dealings may not
be made or effected except pursuant to
an authorization or license from the
Office of Foreign Assets Control
expressly authorizing such action.

Blocked account; blocked

Note to §570.301: See §570.406
concerning the blocked status of property
and interests in property of an entity that is
50 percent or more owned by a person whose
property and interests in property are
blocked pursuant to §570.201.

§570.302 Effective date.

The term effective date refers to the
effective date of the applicable
prohibitions and directives contained in
this part as follows:

(a) With respect to the Government of
Libya, as defined in §570.304, or a
person listed in the Annex to Executive
Order 13566, 8 p.m. eastern standard
time, February 25, 2011; or

(b) With respect to a person whose
property and interests in property are
otherwise blocked pursuant to
Executive Order 13566, the earlier of the
date of actual or constructive notice that
such person’s property and interests in
property are blocked.

§570.303 Entity.

The term entity means a partnership,
association, trust, joint venture,
corporation, group, subgroup, or other
organization.

§570.304 Government of Libya.

The term Government of Libya
includes:

(a) The state and the Government of
Libya, as well as any political
subdivision, agency, or instrumentality
thereof, and the Central Bank of Libya;

(b) Any entity owned or controlled,
directly or indirectly, by the foregoing;

(c) Any person to the extent that such
person is, or has been, or to the extent
that there is reasonable cause to believe
that such person is, or has been, since
the effective date, acting or purporting
to act directly or indirectly on behalf of
any of the foregoing; and

(d) Any other person determined by
the Office of Foreign Assets Control to
be included within paragraphs (a)
through (c) of this section.

Note 1 to § 570.304: The names of some of
the persons that fall within this definition are
published in the Federal Register and
incorporated into the Office of Foreign Assets
Control’s Specially Designated Nationals and
Blocked Persons List (“SDN List”’) with the
identifier “[LIBYA2].” The SDN List is
accessible through the following page on
OFAC’s Web site: http://www.treasury.gov/
sdn. However, the property and interests in
property of persons falling within the
definition of the term Government of Libya
are blocked pursuant to § 570.201 regardless
of whether the names of such persons are
published in the Federal Register or
incorporated into the SDN List.

Note 2 to § 570.304: Section 501.807 of this
chapter describes the procedures to be
followed by persons seeking administrative
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reconsideration of their status as the
Government of Libya.

§570.305 [Reserved]
§570.306

Except as otherwise provided in this
part, the term interest, when used with
respect to property (e.g., “‘an interest in
property’’), means an interest of any
nature whatsoever, direct or indirect.

Interest.

§570.307 Licenses; general and specific.

(a) Except as otherwise specified, the
term license means any license or
authorization contained in or issued
pursuant to this part.

(b) The term general license means
any license or authorization the terms of
which are set forth in subpart E of this
part.

(c) The term specific license means
any license or authorization not set forth
in subpart E of this part but issued
pursuant to this part.

Note to §570.307: See §501.801 of this
chapter on licensing procedures.

§570.308 Person.

The term person means an individual
or entity.

§570.309 Property; property interest.

The terms property and property
interest include, but are not limited to,
money, checks, drafts, bullion, bank
deposits, savings accounts, debts,
indebtedness, obligations, notes,
guarantees, debentures, stocks, bonds,
coupons, any other financial
instruments, bankers acceptances,
mortgages, pledges, liens or other rights
in the nature of security, warehouse
receipts, bills of lading, trust receipts,
bills of sale, any other evidences of title,
ownership or indebtedness, letters of
credit and any documents relating to
any rights or obligations thereunder,
powers of attorney, goods, wares,
merchandise, chattels, stocks on hand,
ships, goods on ships, real estate
mortgages, deeds of trust, vendors’ sales
agreements, land contracts, leaseholds,
ground rents, real estate and any other
interest therein, options, negotiable
instruments, trade acceptances,
royalties, book accounts, accounts
payable, judgments, patents, trademarks
or copyrights, insurance policies, safe
deposit boxes and their contents,
annuities, pooling agreements, services
of any nature whatsoever, contracts of
any nature whatsoever, and any other
property, real, personal, or mixed,
tangible or intangible, or interest or
interests therein, present, future, or
contingent.

§570.310 Transfer.

The term transfer means any actual or
purported act or transaction, whether or
not evidenced by writing, and whether
or not done or performed within the
United States, the purpose, intent, or
effect of which is to create, surrender,
release, convey, transfer, or alter,
directly or indirectly, any right, remedy,
power, privilege, or interest with respect
to any property. Without limitation on
the foregoing, it shall include the
making, execution, or delivery of any
assignment, power, conveyance, check,
declaration, deed, deed of trust, power
of attorney, power of appointment, bill
of sale, mortgage, receipt, agreement,
contract, certificate, gift, sale, affidavit,
or statement; the making of any
payment; the setting off of any
obligation or credit; the appointment of
any agent, trustee, or fiduciary; the
creation or transfer of any lien; the
issuance, docketing, or filing of, or levy
of or under, any judgment, decree,
attachment, injunction, execution, or
other judicial or administrative process
or order, or the service of any
garnishment; the acquisition of any
interest of any nature whatsoever by
reason of a judgment or decree of any
foreign country; the fulfillment of any
condition; the exercise of any power of
appointment, power of attorney, or
other power; or the acquisition,
disposition, transportation, importation,
exportation, or withdrawal of any
security.

§570.311 United States.

The term United States means the
United States, its territories and
possessions, and all areas under the
jurisdiction or authority thereof.

§570.312 U.S. financial institution.

The term U.S. financial institution
means any U.S. entity (including its
foreign branches) that is engaged in the
business of accepting deposits, making,
granting, transferring, holding, or
brokering loans or credits, or purchasing
or selling foreign exchange, securities,
or commodity futures or options, or
procuring purchasers and sellers
thereof, as principal or agent. It includes
but is not limited to depository
institutions, banks, savings banks, trust
companies, securities brokers and
dealers, commodity futures and options
brokers and dealers, forward contract
and foreign exchange merchants,
securities and commodities exchanges,
clearing corporations, investment
companies, employee benefit plans, and
U.S. holding companies, U.S. affiliates,
or U.S. subsidiaries of any of the
foregoing. This term includes those
branches, offices, and agencies of

foreign financial institutions that are
located in the United States, but not
such institutions’ foreign branches,
offices, or agencies.

§570.313 United States person; U.S.
person.

The term United States person or U.S.
person means any United States citizen,
permanent resident alien, entity
organized under the laws of the United
States or any jurisdiction within the
United States (including foreign
branches), or any person in the United
States.

Subpart D—Interpretations

§570.401 [Reserved]

§570.402 Effect of amendment.

Unless otherwise specifically
provided, any amendment,
modification, or revocation of any
provision in this part, any provision in
or appendix to this chapter, or any
order, regulation, ruling, instruction, or
license issued by the Office of Foreign
Assets Control does not affect any act
done or omitted, or any civil or criminal
proceeding commenced or pending,
prior to such amendment, modification,
or revocation. All penalties, forfeitures,
and liabilities under any such order,
regulation, ruling, instruction, or license
continue and may be enforced as if such
amendment, modification, or revocation
had not been made.

§570.403 Termination and acquisition of
an interest in blocked property.

(a) Whenever a transaction licensed or
authorized by or pursuant to this part
results in the transfer of property
(including any property interest) away
from the Government of Libya or a
person, such property shall no longer be
deemed to be property blocked pursuant
to §570.201, unless there exists in the
property another interest that is blocked
pursuant to § 570.201, the transfer of
which has not been effected pursuant to
license or other authorization.

(b) Unless otherwise specifically
provided in a license or authorization
issued pursuant to this part, if property
(including any property interest) is
transferred or attempted to be
transferred to the Government of Libya
or any other person whose property and
interests in property are blocked
pursuant to § 570.201, such property
shall be deemed to be property in which
the Government of Libya or that person
has an interest and therefore blocked.

§570.404 Transactions ordinarily incident
to a licensed transaction authorized.

Any transaction ordinarily incident to
a licensed transaction and necessary to
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give effect thereto is also authorized,
except:

(a) An ordinarily incident transaction,
not explicitly authorized within the
terms of the license, by or with the
Government of Libya or any other
person whose property and interests in
property are blocked pursuant to
§570.201; or

(b) An ordinarily incident transaction,
not explicitly authorized within the
terms of the license, involving a debit to
a blocked account or a transfer of
blocked property.

§570.405 Setoffs prohibited.

A setoff against blocked property
(including a blocked account), whether
by a U.S. bank or other U.S. person, is
a prohibited transfer under §570.201 if
effected after the effective date.

§570.406 Entities owned by a person
whose property and interests in property
are blocked.

A person whose property and
interests in property are blocked
pursuant to § 570.201 has an interest in
all property and interests in property of
an entity in which it owns, directly or
indirectly, a 50 percent or greater
interest. The property and interests in
property of such an entity, therefore, are
blocked, and such an entity is a person
whose property and interests in
property are blocked pursuant to
§570.201, regardless of whether the
entity itself is listed in the Annex or
designated pursuant to Executive Order
13566.

Note to § 570.406: This section, which
deals with the consequences of ownership of
entities, in no way limits section 570.304’s
definition of the term Government of Libya.

Subpart E—Licenses, Authorizations,
and Statements of Licensing Policy

§570.501 General and specific licensing
procedures.

For provisions relating to licensing
procedures, see part 501, subpart E of
this chapter. Licensing actions taken
pursuant to part 501 of this chapter with
respect to the prohibitions contained in
this part are considered actions taken
pursuant to this part. Additional general
licenses and statements of licensing
policy relating to this part may be
available through the following page on
OFAC’s Web site: http://
www.treasury.gov/resource-center/
sanctions/programs/pages/libya.aspx.

§570.502 [Reserved]

§570.503 Exclusion from licenses.

The Office of Foreign Assets Control
reserves the right to exclude any person,
property, transaction, or class thereof

from the operation of any license or
from the privileges conferred by any
license. The Office of Foreign Assets
Control also reserves the right to restrict
the applicability of any license to
particular persons, property,
transactions, or classes thereof. Such
actions are binding upon actual or
constructive notice of the exclusions or
restrictions.

§570.504 Payments and transfers to
blocked accounts in U.S. financial
institutions.

Any payment of funds or transfer of
credit in which the Government of
Libya or any other person whose
property and interests in property are
blocked pursuant to § 570.201 has any
interest that comes within the
possession or control of a U.S. financial
institution must be blocked in an
account on the books of that financial
institution. A transfer of funds or credit
by a U.S. financial institution between
blocked accounts in its branches or
offices is authorized, provided that no
transfer is made from an account within
the United States to an account held
outside the United States, and further
provided that a transfer from a blocked
account may be made only to another
blocked account held in the same name.

Note to §570.504: See §501.603 of this
chapter for mandatory reporting
requirements regarding financial transfers.
See also §570.203 concerning the obligation
to hold blocked funds in interest-bearing
accounts.

§570.505 Entries in certain accounts for
normal service charges authorized.

(a) A U.S. financial institution is
authorized to debit any blocked account
held at that financial institution in
payment or reimbursement for normal
service charges owed it by the owner of
that blocked account.

(b) As used in this section, the term
normal service charges shall include
charges in payment or reimbursement
for interest due; cable, telegraph,
Internet, or telephone charges; postage
costs; custody fees; small adjustment
charges to correct bookkeeping errors;
and, but not by way of limitation,
minimum balance charges, notary and
protest fees, and charges for reference
books, photocopies, credit reports,
transcripts of statements, registered
mail, insurance, stationery and supplies,
and other similar items.

§570.506 Provision of certain legal
services authorized.

(a) The provision of the following
legal services to or on behalf of the
Government of Libya or any other
persons whose property and interests in

property are blocked pursuant to
§570.201 is authorized, provided that
all receipts of payment of professional
fees and reimbursement of incurred
expenses must be specifically licensed:

(1) Provision of legal advice and
counseling on the requirements of and
compliance with the laws of the United
States or any jurisdiction within the
United States, provided that such advice
and counseling are not provided to
facilitate transactions in violation of this
part;

(2) Representation of the Government
of Libya or persons named as
defendants in or otherwise made parties
to domestic U.S. legal, arbitration, or
administrative proceedings;

(3) Initiation and conduct of legal,
arbitration, or administrative
proceedings before any U.S. Federal,
state, or local court or agency;

(4) Representation of the Government
of Libya or persons before any U.S.
Federal, state, or local court or agency
with respect to the imposition,
administration, or enforcement of U.S.
sanctions against the Government of
Libya or such persons; and

(5) Provision of legal services in any
other context in which prevailing U.S.
law requires access to legal counsel at
public expense.

(b) The provision of any other legal
services to the Government of Libya or
any other persons whose property and
interests in property are blocked
pursuant to § 570.201, not otherwise
authorized by this section, requires the
issuance of a specific license.

(c) Entry into a settlement agreement
or the enforcement of any lien,
judgment, arbitral award, decree, or
other order through execution,
garnishment, or other judicial process
purporting to transfer or otherwise alter
or affect property or interests in
property blocked pursuant to § 570.201
is prohibited unless licensed pursuant
to this part.

Note to § 570.506: Effective July 1, 2011,
this section replaces and supersedes General
License No. 3, dated March 9, 2011, which
was issued pursuant to Executive Order
13566, and posted on OFAC’s Web site, to
authorize provision of certain legal services.

§570.507 Authorization of emergency
medical services.

The provision of nonscheduled
emergency medical services in the
United States to persons whose property
and interests in property are blocked
pursuant to § 570.201 is authorized,
provided that all receipt of payment for
such services must be specifically
licensed.
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§570.508 Libyan diplomatic missions in
the United States.

(a) The provision of goods or services
in the United States to the diplomatic
missions of the Government of Libya to
the United States and the United
Nations is authorized, provided that:

(1) The goods or services are for the
conduct of the official business of the
missions, or for personal use of the
employees of the missions, and are not
for resale;

(2) The transaction does not involve
the purchase, sale, financing, or
refinancing of real property;

(3) The transaction is not otherwise
prohibited by law; and

(4) The transaction is conducted
through an account at a U.S. financial
institution specifically licensed by
OFAC.

Note to paragraph (a)(4) of § 570.508: U.S.
financial institutions are required to obtain
specific licenses to operate accounts for, or
extend credit to, the diplomatic missions of
the Government of Libya to the United States
and the United Nations.

(b) The provision of goods or services
in the United States to the employees of
the diplomatic missions of the
Government of Libya to the United
States and the United Nations is
authorized, provided that:

(1) The goods or services are for
personal use of the employees of the
missions, and are not for resale; and

(2) The transaction is not otherwise
prohibited by law.

Note 1 to §570.508: See § 570.404 for
authorization, with certain exceptions, of any
transaction ordinarily incident to a licensed
transaction and necessary to give effect
thereto.

Note 2 to § 570.508: Effective July 1, 2011,
this section replaces and supersedes General
License No. 2, dated March 1, 2011, which
was issued pursuant to Executive Order
13566 and posted on OFAC’s Web site.

Subpart F—[Reserved]
Subpart G—[Reserved]

Subpart H—Procedures

§570.801 [Reserved]

§570.802 Delegation by the Secretary of
the Treasury.

Any action that the Secretary of the
Treasury is authorized to take pursuant
to Executive Order 13566 of February
25, 2011 (76 FR 11315, March 2, 2011),
and any further Executive orders
relating to the national emergency
declared therein, may be taken by the
Director of the Office of Foreign Assets
Control or by any other person to whom

the Secretary of the Treasury has
delegated authority so to act.

Subpart I—Paperwork Reduction Act

§570.901

For approval by the Office of
Management and Budget (“OMB”’)
under the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1995 (44 U.S.C. 3507) of information
collections relating to recordkeeping
and reporting requirements, licensing
procedures (including those pursuant to
statements of licensing policy), and
other procedures, see § 501.901 of this
chapter. An agency may not conduct or
sponsor, and a person is not required to
respond to, a collection of information
unless it displays a valid control
number assigned by OMB.

Appendix A to Part 570—Executive
Order 13566

Executive Order 13566 of February 25, 2011

Blocking Property and Prohibiting Certain
Transactions Related to Libya

By the authority vested in me as President
by the Constitution and the laws of the
United States of America, including the
International Emergency Economic Powers
Act (50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.) (IEEPA), the
National Emergencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1601 et
seq.) (NEA), and section 301 of title 3, United
States Code, I, BARACK OBAMA, President
of the United States of America, find that
Colonel Muammar Qadhafi, his government,
and close associates have taken extreme
measures against the people of Libya,
including by using weapons of war,
mercenaries, and wanton violence against
unarmed civilians. I further find that there is
a serious risk that Libyan state assets will be
misappropriated by Qadhafi, members of his
government, members of his family, or his
close associates if those assets are not
protected. The foregoing circumstances, the
prolonged attacks, and the increased
numbers of Libyans seeking refuge in other
countries from the attacks, have caused a
deterioration in the security of Libya and
pose a serious risk to its stability, thereby
constituting an unusual and extraordinary
threat to the national security and foreign
policy of the United States, and I hereby
declare a national emergency to deal with
that threat.

I hereby order:

Section 1. All property and interests in
property that are in the United States, that
hereafter come within the United States, or
that are or hereafter come within the
possession or control of any United States
person, including any overseas branch, of the
following persons are blocked and may not
be transferred, paid, exported, withdrawn, or
otherwise dealt in:

(a) The persons listed in the Annex to this
order; and

(b) Any person determined by the
Secretary of the Treasury, in consultation
with the Secretary of State:

(i) To be a senior official of the
Government of Libya;

Paperwork Reduction Act notice.

(ii) To be a child of Colonel Muammar
Qadhafi;

(iii) To be responsible for or complicit in,
or responsible for ordering, controlling, or
otherwise directing, or to have participated
in, the commission of human rights abuses
related to political repression in Libya;

(iv) To have materially assisted, sponsored,
or provided financial, material, logistical, or
technical support for, or goods or services in
support of the activities described in
subsection (b)(iii) of this section or any
person whose property and interests in
property are blocked pursuant to this order;

(v) To be owned or controlled by, or to
have acted or purported to act for or on
behalf of, any person whose property and
interests in property are blocked pursuant to
this order; or

(vi) To be a spouse or dependent child of
any person whose property and interests in
property are blocked pursuant to this order.

Sec. 2. All property and interests in
property that are in the United States, that
hereafter come within the United States, or
that are or hereafter come within the
possession or control of any United States
person, including any overseas branch, of the
Government of Libya, its agencies,
instrumentalities, and controlled entities,
and the Central Bank of Libya, are blocked
and may not be transferred, paid, exported,
withdrawn, or otherwise dealt in.

Sec. 3. For those persons whose property
and interests in property are blocked
pursuant to this order who might have a
constitutional presence in the United States,
I find that because of the ability to transfer
funds or other assets instantaneously, prior
notice to such persons of measures to be
taken pursuant to this order would render
those measures ineffectual. I therefore
determine that for these measures to be
effective in addressing the national
emergency declared in this order, there need
be no prior notice of a listing or
determination made pursuant to section 1 of
this order.

Sec. 4.1 hereby determine that, to the
extent section 203(b)(2) of IEEPA (50 U.S.C.
1702(b)(2)) may apply, the making of
donations of the type of articles specified in
such section by, to, or for the benefit of any
person whose property and interests in
property are blocked pursuant to sections 1
and 2 of this order would seriously impair
my ability to deal with the national
emergency declared in this order, and I
hereby prohibit such donations as provided
by sections 1 and 2 of this order.

Sec. 5. The prohibitions in sections 1 and
2 of this order include but are not limited to:

(a) The making of any contribution or
provision of funds, goods, or services by, to,
or for the benefit of any person whose
property and interests in property are
blocked pursuant to this order; and

(b) The receipt of any contribution or
provision of funds, goods, or services from
any such person.

Sec. 6. The prohibitions in sections 1 and
2 of this order apply except to the extent
provided by statutes, or in regulations,
orders, directives, or licenses that may be
issued pursuant to this order, and
notwithstanding any contract entered into or
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any license or permit granted prior to the
effective date of this order.

Sec. 7. (a) Any transaction by a United
States person or within the United States that
evades or avoids, has the purpose of evading
or avoiding, causes a violation of, or attempts
to violate any of the prohibitions set forth in
this order is prohibited.

(b) Any conspiracy formed to violate any
of the prohibitions set forth in this order is
prohibited.

Sec. 8. Nothing in this order shall prohibit
transactions for the conduct of the official
business of the Federal Government by
employees, grantees, or contractors thereof.

Sec. 9. For the purposes of this order:

(a) The term ““person” means an individual
or entity;

(b) The term “entity” means a partnership,
association, trust, joint venture, corporation,
group, subgroup, or other organization; and

(c) The term ‘“United States person” means
any United States citizen or national,
permanent resident alien, entity organized
under the laws of the United States or any
jurisdiction within the United States
(including foreign branches), or any person
in the United States.

Sec. 10. The Secretary of the Treasury, in
consultation with the Secretary of State, is
hereby authorized to take such actions,
including the promulgation of rules and
regulations, and to employ all powers
granted to the President by IEEPA as may be
necessary to carry out the purposes of this
order. The Secretary of the Treasury may
redelegate any of these functions to other
officers and agencies of the United States
Government consistent with applicable law.
All agencies of the United States Government
are hereby directed to take all appropriate
measures within their authority to carry out
the provisions of this order.

Sec. 11. The Secretary of the Treasury, in
consultation with the Secretary of State, is
hereby authorized to determine that
circumstances no longer warrant the blocking
of the property and interests in property of
a person listed in the Annex to this order,
and to take necessary action to give effect to
that determination.

Sec. 12. The Secretary of the Treasury, in
consultation with the Secretary of State, is
hereby authorized to submit the recurring
and final reports to the Congress on the
national emergency declared in this order,
consistent with section 401(c) of the NEA (50
U.S.C. 1641(c)) and section 204(c) of IEEPA
(50 U.S.C. 1703(c)).

Sec. 13. This order is not intended to, and
does not, create any right or benefit,
substantive or procedural, enforceable at law
or in equity by any party against the United
States, its departments, agencies, or entities,
its officers, employees, or agents, or any other
person.

Sec. 14. This order is effective at 8 p.m.
eastern standard time on February 25, 2011.

Barack Obama
THE WHITE HOUSE,
February 25, 2011.

ANNEX

Individuals

1. Ayesha QADHAFT [Lieutenant General
in the Libyan Army, born circa 1976 or 1977]

2. Khamis QADHAFTI [born 1980]

3. Muammar QADHAFI [Head of State of
Libya, born 1942]

4. Mutassim QADHAFTI [National Security
Advisor and Lieutenant Colonel in the
Libyan Army, born circa 1975]

5. Saif Al-Islam QADHAFTI [born June 5,
1972]

Dated: June 28, 2011.

Adam J. Szubin,

Director, Office of Foreign Assets Control.
Approved: June 28, 2011.

David S. Cohen,

Acting Under Secretary, Office of Terrorism
and Financial Intelligence, Department of the
Treasury.

[FR Doc. 2011-16621 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4810-AL-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 165
[Docket No. USCG-2011-0410]
RIN 1625-AA00

Safety Zone; Bullhead City Regatta,
Bullhead City, AZ

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.
ACTION: Temporary final rule.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is
establishing a temporary safety zone on
the navigable waters of the Colorado
River in Bullhead City, Arizona for the
Bullhead City Regatta on August 13,
2011. This temporary safety zone is
necessary to provide for the safety of the
participants, crew, spectators,
participating vessels, and other vessels
and users of the waterway. Persons and
vessels would be prohibited from
entering into, transiting through, or
anchoring within this safety zone unless
authorized by the Captain of the Port or
his designated representative.

DATES: This rule is effective August 13,
2011, from 6 a.m. through 6 p.m.
ADDRESSES: Documents indicated in this
preamble as being available in the
docket are part of docket USCG-2011—
0410 and are available online by going
to http://www.regulations.gov, inserting
USCG-2011-0410 the “Keyword” box,
and then clicking ““Search.” They are
also available for inspection or copying
at the Docket Management Facility (M—
30), U.S. Department of Transportation,
West Building Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, 1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE.,
Washington, DC 20590, between 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you have questions on this rule, call or
e-mail Petty Officer Shane Jackson,
Waterways Management, U.S. Coast
Guard Sector San Diego, Coast Guard;
telephone 619-278-7267, e-mail
Shane.E.Jackson@uscg.mil. If you have
questions on viewing the docket, call
Renee V. Wright, Program Manager,
Docket Operations, telephone 202-366—
9826.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Regulatory Information

The Coast Guard is issuing this
temporary final rule without prior
notice and opportunity to comment
pursuant to authority under section 4(a)
of the Administrative Procedure Act
(APA) (5 U.S.C. 553(b)). This provision
authorizes an agency to issue a rule
without prior notice and opportunity to
comment when the agency for good
cause finds that those procedures are
“impracticable, unnecessary, or contrary
to the public interest.” Under 5 U.S.C.
553(b)(B), the Coast Guard finds that
good cause exists for not publishing a
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM)
with respect to this rule because
publishing a NPRM would be
impracticable since immediate action is
needed to provide for the safety of the
participants, crew, spectators, sponsor
vessels, and other vessels and users of
the waterway during the Regatta event.

Basis and Purpose

The City of Bullhead is sponsoring the
Bullhead City Regatta, which is held on
the navigable waters of the Colorado
River in Bullhead City, Arizona. The
temporary safety zone is necessary to
provide for the safety of the
participants, crew, spectators, sponsor
vessels, and other vessels and users of
the waterway. This event involves
people floating down the river on
inflatable rafts, inner tubes and floating
platforms. The size of vessels used
would vary in length from 3 feet to 100
feet. Approximately 15,000 to 20,000
people would be participating in this
event. The sponsor would provide 37
patrol and rescue boats to help facilitate
the event and ensure public safety.

Discussion of Rule

The Coast Guard is establishing a
temporary safety zone that would be
enforced from 7 a.m. to 3 p.m. on
August 13, 2011. This safety zone is
necessary to provide for the safety of the
crews, spectators, participants, and
other vessels and users of the waterway.
Persons and vessels would be
prohibited from entering into, transiting
through, or anchoring within this safety
zone unless authorized by the Captain
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of the Port, or his designated
representative. The temporary safety
zone would include the waters of the
Colorado River between Davis Camp to
Rotary Park in Bullhead City, Arizona.
Before the effective period, the Coast
Guard will publish a Local Notice to
Mariners (LNM).

Regulatory Analyses

We developed this rule after
considering numerous statutes and
executive orders related to rulemaking.
Below we summarize our analyses
based on 13 of these statutes or
executive orders.

Regulatory Planning and Review

This rule is not a significant
regulatory action under section 3(f) of
Executive Order 12866, Regulatory
Planning and Review, and does not
require an assessment of potential costs
and benefits under section 6(a)(3) of that
Order. The Office of Management and
Budget has not reviewed it under that
Order.

This determination is based on the
size and location of the safety zone.
Vessels will not be allowed to transit
through the established safety zone
during the specified times unless
authorized to do so by the Captain of the
Port or his designated representative.

Small Entities

Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act
(5 U.S.C. 601-612), we have considered
whether this rule would have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
The term ““small entities” comprises
small businesses, not-for-profit
organizations that are independently
owned and operated and are not
dominant in their fields, and
governmental jurisdictions with
populations of less than 50,000.

The Coast Guard certifies under 5
U.S.C. 605(b) that this rule would not
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities.
This rule will affect the following
entities, some of which might be small
entities: the owners or operators of
vessels intending to transit or anchor in
a portion of the waters of the Colorado
River between Davis Camp to Rotary
Park in Bullhead City, Arizona from
7 a.m. to 3 p.m. on August 13, 2011.

This safety zone will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities for
the following reasons. Although the
safety zone would apply to the entire
width of the river, traffic would be
allowed to pass through the zone with
the permission of the Coast Guard patrol
commander. Before the effective period,

the Coast Guard will publish a Local
Notice to Mariners (LNM).

If you think that your business,
organization, or governmental
jurisdiction qualifies as a small entity
and that this rule would have a
significant economic impact on it,
please submit a comment (see
ADDRESSES) explaining why you think it
qualifies and how and to what degree
this rule would economically affect it.

Assistance for Small Entities

Under section 213(a) of the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996 (Pub. L. 104-121),
we want to assist small entities in
understanding this rule so that they can
better evaluate its effects on them and
participate in the rulemaking. If the rule
would affect your small business,
organization, or governmental
jurisdiction and you have questions
concerning its provisions or options for
compliance, please contact Petty Officer
Shane Jackson, Waterways Management,
U.S. Coast Guard Sector San Diego,
Coast Guard at (619) 278—7267. The
Coast Guard will not retaliate against
small entities that question or complain
about this rule or any policy or action
of the Coast Guard.

Collection of Information

This rule would call for no new
collection of information under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. 3501-3520).

Federalism

A rule has implications for federalism
under Executive Order 13132,
Federalism, if it has a substantial direct
effect on State or local governments and
would either preempt State law or
impose a substantial direct cost of
compliance on them. We have analyzed
this rule under that Order and have
determined that it does not have
implications for federalism.

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1531-1538) requires
Federal agencies to assess the effects of
their discretionary regulatory actions. In
particular, the Act addresses actions
that may result in the expenditure by a
State, local, or Tribal government, in the
aggregate, or by the private sector of
$100,000,000 (adjusted for inflation) or
more in any one year. Though this rule
would not result in such an
expenditure, we do discuss the effects of
this rule elsewhere in this preamble.

Taking of Private Property

This rule would not cause a taking of
private property or otherwise have

taking implications under Executive
Order 12630, Governmental Actions and
Interference with Constitutionally
Protected Property Rights.

Civil Justice Reform

This rule meets applicable standards
in sections 3(a) and 3(b)(2) of Executive
Order 12988, Civil Justice Reform, to
minimize litigation, eliminate
ambiguity, and reduce burden.

Protection of Children

We have analyzed this rule under
Executive Order 13045, Protection of
Children from Environmental Health
Risks and Safety Risks. This rule is not
an economically significant rule and
would not create an environmental risk
to health or risk to safety that might
disproportionately affect children.

Indian Tribal Governments

This rule does not have Tribal
implications under Executive Order
13175, Consultation and Coordination
with Indian Tribal Governments,
because it would not have a substantial
direct effect on one or more Indian
Tribes, on the relationship between the
Federal Government and Indian Tribes,
or on the distribution of power and
responsibilities between the Federal
Government and Indian Tribes.

Energy Effects

We have analyzed this rule under
Executive Order 13211, Actions
Concerning Regulations That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution, or Use. We have
determined that it is not a “significant
energy action” under that order because
it is not a ““significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866 and is not
likely to have a significant adverse effect
on the supply, distribution, or use of
energy. The Administrator of the Office
of Information and Regulatory Affairs
has not designated it as a significant
energy action. Therefore, it does not
require a Statement of Energy Effects
under Executive Order 13211.

Technical Standards

The National Technology Transfer
and Advancement Act (NTTAA) (15
U.S.C. 272 note) directs agencies to use
voluntary consensus standards in their
regulatory activities unless the agency
provides Congress, through the Office of
Management and Budget, with an
explanation of why using these
standards would be inconsistent with
applicable law or otherwise impractical.
Voluntary consensus standards are
technical standards (e.g., specifications
of materials, performance, design, or
operation; test methods; sampling
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procedures; and related management
systems practices) that are developed or
adopted by voluntary consensus
standards bodies.

This rule does not use technical
standards. Therefore, we did not
consider the use of voluntary consensus
standards.

Environment

We have analyzed this rule under
Department of Homeland Security
Management Directive 023—01 and
Commandant Instruction M16475.1D,
which guide the Coast Guard in
complying with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(NEPA) (42 U.S.C. 4321-4370f), and
have made a preliminary determination
that this action is one of a category of
actions which do not individually or
cumulatively have a significant effect on
the human environment. This rule
involves establishing a safety zone and
is categorically excluded under figure
2—1, paragraph (34)(g), of the
Instruction. An environmental analysis
checklist and a categorical exclusion
determination are available in the
docket where indicated under
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165

Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation
(water), Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Security measures,
Waterways.

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Coast Guard amends 33
CFR part 165 as follows:

PART 165—REGULATED NAVIGATION
AREAS AND LIMITED ACCESS AREAS

m 1. The authority citation for part 165
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1226, 1231; 46 U.S.C.
Chapter 701, 3306, 3703; 50 U.S.C. 191, 195;
33 CFR 1.05-1, 6.04-1, 6.04—6, and 160.5;
Pub. L. 107-295, 116 Stat. 2064; Department
of Homeland Security Delegation No. 0170.1.

m 2. Add § 165.T11-425 to read as
follows:

§165.T11-425 Safety zone; Bullhead City
Regatta, Bullhead City, AZ.

(a) Location. This temporary safety
zone includes the waters of the
Colorado River between Davis Camp to
Rotary Park in Bullhead City, Arizona.

(b) Enforcement Period. This section
is in effect from 7 a.m. to 3 p.m. on
August 13, 2011. Before the effective
period, the Coast Guard will publish a
Local Notice to Mariners (LNM). If the
event concludes prior to the scheduled
termination time, the Captain of the Port
will cease enforcement of this safety

zone and will announce that fact via
Broadcast Notice to Mariners.

(c) Definitions. The following
definition applies to this section:
designated representative, means any
commissioned, warrant, or petty officer
of the Coast Guard on board Coast
Guard, Coast Guard Auxiliary, and
local, state, and Federal law
enforcement vessels who have been
authorized to act on the behalf of the
Captain of the Port.

(d) Regulations. (1) Entry into, transit
through or anchoring within this safety
zone is prohibited unless authorized by
the Captain of the Port of San Diego or
his designated representative.

(2) Mariners can request permission to
transit through the safety zone from the
Patrol Commander. The Patrol
Commander can be contacted on VHF—
FM channels 16 and 23.

(3) All persons and vessels shall
comply with the instructions of the
Coast Guard Captain of the Port or his
designated representative.

(4) Upon being hailed by U.S. Coast
Guard patrol personnel by siren, radio,
flashing light, or other means, the
operator of a vessel shall proceed as
directed.

(5) The Coast Guard may be assisted
by other Federal, state, or local agencies.

Dated: June 7, 2011.
T.H. Farris,

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain of the
Port San Diego.

[FR Doc. 2011-16539 Filed 6—30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9110-04-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 165
[Docket No. USCG—-2011-0588]
RIN 1625-AA00

Safety Zone; Fourth of July Fireworks
Event, Pagan River, Smithfield, VA

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.
ACTION: Temporary final rule.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is
establishing a 420-foot radius safety
zone on the navigable waters of the
Pagan River in Smithfield, VA in
support of the Fourth of July Fireworks
event. This action is intended to restrict
vessel traffic movement to protect
mariners and spectators from the
hazards associated with aerial fireworks
displays.

DATES: This rule will be effective from
9 p.m. to 10 p.m. on July 3, 2011.

ADDRESSES: Documents indicated in this
preamble as being available in the
docket are part of docket USCG-2011—
0588 and are available online by going
to http://www.regulations.gov, inserting
USCG-2011-0588 in the “Keyword”
box, and then clicking “Search.” They
are also available for inspection or
copying at the Docket Management
Facility (M-30), U.S. Department of
Transportation, West Building Ground
Floor, Room W12-140, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue, SE., Washington, DC 20590,
between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m., Monday
through Friday, except Federal holidays.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you have questions on this temporary
rule, call or e-mail LCDR Christopher A.
O’Neal, Waterways Management
Division Chief, Sector Hampton Roads,
Coast Guard; telephone 757-668-5580,
e-mail Carlos.A.Hernandez@uscg.mil. If
you have questions on viewing the
docket, call Renee V. Wright, Program
Manager, Docket Operations, telephone
202-366-9826.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Regulatory Information

The Coast Guard is issuing this
temporary final rule without prior
notice and opportunity to comment
pursuant to authority under section 4(a)
of the Administrative Procedure Act
(APA) (5 U.S.C. 553(b)). This provision
authorizes an agency to issue a rule
without prior notice and opportunity to
comment when the agency for good
cause finds that those procedures are
“impracticable, unnecessary, or contrary
to the public interest.” Under 5 U.S.C.
553(b)(B), the Coast Guard finds that
good cause exists for not publishing a
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM)
with respect to this rule because the
Coast Guard did not receive the
application for this event in sufficient
time to allow for publication of an
NPRM, and any delay encountered in
this regulation’s effective date by
publishing a NPRM would require
either the cancellation of the event, or
require that the event be held without
a safety zone. Either course of action
would be contrary to the public interest
since immediate action is needed to
provide for the safety of life and
property on navigable waters.
Additionally, this temporary safety zone
will be enforced for approximately one
hour on Sunday, July 3, 2011 while the
fireworks display is in progress. This
safety zone should have a minimal
impact on transiting vessels because
mariners are not precluded from using
any portion of the waterway except the
area within the safety zone. In addition,
publishing an NPRM is unnecessary
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because this is an annual event, which
mariners should be aware of taking
place, as it has been published in the
Federal Register each year since 2008.
Under 5 U.S.C. 553(d)(3), the Coast
Guard finds that good cause exists for
making this rule effective less than 30
days after publication in the Federal
Register. Delaying the effective date
would be contrary to the public interest
since the Coast Guard did not receive an
application for this event in sufficient
time to allow for publication more than
30 days prior to the date scheduled for
the event, and any additional delay in
the effective date would prevent the
safety zone from being effective at the
time of the event. Therefore, immediate
action is needed to ensure the safety of
vessels transiting the area. In addition,
publishing an NPRM is unnecessary
because this is an annual event, which
mariners should be aware of taking
place, as it has been published in the
Federal Register each year since 2008.

Background and Purpose

On July 3, 2011, the Isle of Wight
County, VA will sponsor a fireworks
display on the navigable waters of the
Pagan River shoreline centered on
position 36°59'18” N/076°37°45” W
(NAD 1983). Due to the need to protect
mariners and spectators from the
hazards associated with the fireworks
display, such as the accidental
discharge of fireworks, dangerous
projectiles, and falling hot embers or
other debris, vessel traffic will be
temporarily restricted within 420 feet of
the fireworks launch site.

Discussion of Rule

The Coast Guard is establishing a
safety zone on the navigable waters of
the Pagan River within the area
bounded by a 420-foot radius circle
centered on position 36°59'18” N/
076°37’45” W (NAD 1983). This safety
zone will be established in the vicinity
of Smithfield, VA from 9 p.m. to 10 p.m.
on July 3, 2011. In the interest of public
safety, general navigation within the
safety zone will be restricted during the
specified date and times. Except for
participants and vessels authorized by
the Coast Guard Captain of the Port or
his representative, no person or vessel
may enter or remain in the regulated
area.

Regulatory Analyses

We developed this rule after
considering numerous statutes and
executive orders related to rulemaking.
Below we summarize our analyses
based on 13 of these statutes or
executive orders.

Regulatory Planning and Review

This rule is not a significant
regulatory action under section 3(f) of
Executive Order 12866, Regulatory
Planning and Review, and does not
require an assessment of potential costs
and benefits under section 6(a)(3) of that
Order. The Office of Management and
Budget has not reviewed it under that
Order. Although this regulation restricts
access to the safety zone, the effect of
this rule will not be significant because:
(i) The safety zone will be in effect for
a limited duration; (ii) the zone is of
limited size; (iii) mariners may transit
the waters in and around this safety
zone at the discretion of the Captain of
the Port or designated representative;
and (iv), the Coast Guard will make
notifications via maritime advisories so
mariners can adjust their plans
accordingly.

Small Entities

Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act
(5 U.S.C. 601-612), we have considered
whether this rule would have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
The term “small entities” comprises
small businesses, not-for-profit
organizations that are independently
owned and operated and are not
dominant in their fields, and
governmental jurisdictions with
populations of less than 50,000.

The Coast Guard certifies under
5 U.S.C. 605(b) that this rule will not
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities.

The rule would affect the following
entities, some of which might be small
entities: the owners or operators of
vessels intending to transit or anchor in
a portion of the Pagan River from 9 p.m.
to 10 p.m. on July 3, 2011.

This safety zone will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities for
the following reasons: (i) The safety
zone will be in effect for a limited
duration; (ii) the zone is of limited size;
and (iii) the Coast Guard will make
notifications via maritime advisories so
mariners can adjust their plans
accordingly.

If you think that your business,
organization, or governmental
jurisdiction qualifies as a small entity
and that this rule would have a
significant economic impact on it,
please submit a comment (see
ADDRESSES) explaining why you think it
qualifies and how and to what degree
this rule would economically affect it.

Assistance for Small Entities

Under section 213(a) of the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement

Fairness Act of 1996 (Pub. L. 104-121),
we offer to assist small entities in
understanding the rule so that they can
better evaluate its effects on them and
participate in the rulemaking process.

Small businesses may send comments
on the actions of Federal employees
who enforce, or otherwise determine
compliance with, Federal regulations to
the Small Business and Agriculture
Regulatory Enforcement Ombudsman
and the Regional Small Business
Regulatory Fairness Boards. The
Ombudsman evaluates these actions
annually and rates each agency’s
responsiveness to small business. If you
wish to comment on actions by
employees of the Coast Guard, call
1-888—REG—FAIR (1-888—734-3247).
The Coast Guard will not retaliate
against small entities that question or
complain about this rule or any policy
or action of the Coast Guard.

Collection of Information

This rule calls for no new collection
of information under the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501—
3520).

Federalism

A rule has implications for federalism
under Executive Order 13132,
Federalism, if it has a substantial direct
effect on State or local governments and
would either preempt State law or
impose a substantial direct cost of
compliance on them. We have analyzed
this rule under that Order and have
determined that it does not have
implications for federalism.

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1531-1538) requires
Federal agencies to assess the effects of
their discretionary regulatory actions. In
particular, the Act addresses actions
that may result in the expenditure by a
State, local, or tribal government, in the
aggregate, or by the private sector of
$100,000,000 (adjusted for inflation) or
more in any one year. Though this rule
will not result in such an expenditure,
we do discuss the effects of this rule
elsewhere in this preamble.

Taking of Private Property

This rule will not affect a taking of
private property or otherwise have
taking implications under Executive
Order 12630, Governmental Actions and
Interference with Constitutionally
Protected Property Rights.

Civil Justice Reform

This rule meets applicable standards
in sections 3(a) and 3(b)(2) of Executive
Order 12988, Civil Justice Reform, to
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minimize litigation, eliminate
ambiguity, and reduce burden.

Protection of Children

We have analyzed this rule under
Executive Order 13045, Protection of
Children from Environmental Health
Risks and Safety Risks. This rule is not
an economically significant rule and
does not create an environmental risk to
health or risk to safety that may
disproportionately affect children.

Indian Tribal Governments

This rule does not have tribal
implications under Executive Order
13175, Consultation and Coordination
with Indian Tribal Governments,
because it does not have a substantial
direct effect on one or more Indian
tribes, on the relationship between the
Federal Government and Indian tribes,
or on the distribution of power and
responsibilities between the Federal
Government and Indian tribes.

Energy Effects

We have analyzed this rule under
Executive Order 13211, Actions
Concerning Regulations That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution, or Use. We have
determined that it is not a “significant
energy action” under that order because
it is not a “significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866 and is not
likely to have a significant adverse effect
on the supply, distribution, or use of
energy. The Administrator of the Office
of Information and Regulatory Affairs
has not designated it as a significant
energy action. Therefore, it does not
require a Statement of Energy Effects
under Executive Order 13211.

Technical Standards

The National Technology Transfer
and Advancement Act (NTTAA)

(15 U.S.C. 272 note) directs agencies to
use voluntary consensus standards in
their regulatory activities unless the
agency provides Congress, through the
Office of Management and Budget, with
an explanation of why using these
standards would be inconsistent with
applicable law or otherwise impractical.
Voluntary consensus standards are
technical standards (e.g., specifications
of materials, performance, design, or
operation; test methods; sampling
procedures; and related management
systems practices) that are developed or
adopted by voluntary consensus
standards bodies.

This rule does not use technical
standards. Therefore, we did not
consider the use of voluntary consensus
standards.

Environment

We have analyzed this rule under
Department of Homeland Security
Management Directive 023—01 and
Commandant Instruction M16475.1D,
which guide the Coast Guard in
complying with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(NEPA) (42 U.S.C. 4321-4370f), and
have concluded this action is one of a
category of actions which do not
individually or cumulatively have a
significant effect on the human
environment. This rule is categorically
excluded, Under figure 2—1, paragraph
(34)(g), of the Instruction. This rule
involves establishing a temporary safety
zone. An environmental analysis
checklist and a categorical exclusion
determination will be available in the
docket where indicated under
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165

Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation
(water), Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Security measures, and
Waterways.

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Coast Guard amends
33 CFR part 165 subpart C as follows:

PART 165—REGULATED NAVIGATION
AREAS AND LIMITED ACCESS AREAS

m 1. The authority citation for part 165
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1231; 46 U.S.C.
Chapter 701, 3306, 3703; 50 U.S.C. 191, 195;
33 CFR 1.05-1, 6.04-1, 6.04—6, 160.5; Pub. L.
107-295, 116 Stat. 2064; Department of
Homeland Security Delegation No. 0170.1.

m 2. Add § 165.T05-0588 to read as
follows:

§165.T05-0588 Safety Zone; Fourth of
July Fireworks Event, Pagan River,
Smithfield, VA.

(a) Regulated Area. The following area
is a safety zone: specified waters of the
Captain of the Port Sector Hampton
Roads zone, as defined in 33 CFR 3.25—
10, in the vicinity of Clontz Park in
Smithfield, VA and within 420 feet of
position 36°5918” N/076°37°45” W
(NAD 1983).

(b) Definition. For the purposes of this
part, Captain of the Port Representative
means any U.S. Coast Guard
commissioned, warrant or petty officer
who has been authorized by the Captain
of the Port, Hampton Roads, Virginia to
act on his behalf.

(c) Regulations. (1) In accordance with
the general regulations in § 165.23 of
this part, entry into this zone is
prohibited unless authorized by the
Captain of the Port, Hampton Roads or
his designated representatives.

(2) The operator of any vessel in the
immediate vicinity of this safety zone
shall:

(i) Stop the vessel immediately upon
being directed to do so by any
commissioned, warrant or petty officer
on shore or on board a vessel that is
displaying a U.S. Coast Guard Ensign.

(ii) Proceed as directed by any
commissioned, warrant or petty officer
on shore or on board a vessel that is
displaying a U.S. Coast Guard Ensign.

(3) The Captain of the Port, Hampton
Roads can be reached through the Sector
Duty Officer at Sector Hampton Roads
in Portsmouth, Virginia at telephone
Number (757) 668—5555.

(4) The Coast Guard Representatives
enforcing the safety zone can be
contacted on VHF-FM marine band
radio channel 13 (165.65Mhz) and
channel 16 (156.8 Mhz).

(d) Enforcement Period. This rule will
be enforced from 9 p.m. to 10 p.m. on
July 3, 2011.

Dated: June 22, 2011.
John K. Little,

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Acting Captain
of the Port Hampton Roads.

[FR Doc. 2011-16618 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9110-04-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52
[EPA-R09-OAR-2011-0383; FRL-9427-9]

Revisions to the California State
Implementation Plan, Antelope Valley
Air Quality Management District

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Direct final rule.

SUMMARY: EPA is taking direct final
action to approve revisions to the
Antelope Valley Air Quality
Management District (AVAQMD)
portion of the California State
Implementation Plan (SIP). These
revisions concern negative declarations
for volatile organic compound (VOC)
source categories for the AVAQMD. We
are approving these negative
declarations under the Clean Air Act as
amended in 1990 (CAA or the Act).
DATES: This rule is effective on August
30, 2011 without further notice, unless
EPA receives adverse comments by
August 1, 2011. If we receive such
comments, we will publish a timely
withdrawal in the Federal Register to
notify the public that this direct final
rule will not take effect.
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ADDRESSES: Submit comments,
identified by docket number EPA-R09-
OAR-2011-0383, by one of the
following methods:

1. Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the on-line
instructions.

2. E-mail: steckel.andrew@epa.gov.

3. Mail or deliver: Andrew Steckel
(Air-4), U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency Region IX, 75 Hawthorne Street,
San Francisco, CA 94105-3901.

Instructions: All comments will be
included in the public docket without
change and may be made available
online at http://www.regulations.gov,
including any personal information
provided, unless the comment includes
Confidential Business Information (CBI)
or other information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. Information that
you consider CBI or otherwise protected
should be clearly identified as such and
should not be submitted through http://
www.regulations.gov or e-mail. http://
www.regulations.gov is an “anonymous
access” system, and EPA will not know
your identity or contact information
unless you provide it in the body of

your comment. If you send e-mail
directly to EPA, your e-mail address
will be automatically captured and
included as part of the public comment.
If EPA cannot read your comment due
to technical difficulties and cannot
contact you for clarification, EPA may
not be able to consider your comment.

Docket: The index to the docket for
this action is available electronically at
http://www.regulations.gov and in hard
copy at EPA Region IX, 75 Hawthorne
Street, San Francisco, California. While
all documents in the docket are listed in
the index, some information may be
publicly available only at the hard copy
location (e.g., copyrighted material), and
some may not be publicly available in
either location (e.g., CBI). To inspect the
hard copy materials, please schedule an
appointment during normal business
hours with the contact listed in the FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT section.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Cynthia Allen, EPA Region IX, (415)
947-4120, allen.cynthia@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Throughout this document, “we,” “us”
and “our” refer to EPA.

Table of Contents

I. The State’s Submittal
A. What negative declarations did the State
submit?
B. Are there other versions of these
negative declarations?
C. What is the purpose of the submitted
negative declarations?
II. EPA’s Evaluation and Action
A. How is EPA evaluating the negative
declarations?
B. Do the negative declarations meet the
evaluation criteria?
C. Public Comment and Final Action
III. Background Information
A. Why were these negative declarations
submitted initially?
IV. Administrative Requirements

I. The State’s Submittal

A. What negative declarations did the
State submit?

Table 1 lists the negative declarations
we are approving with the dates that
they were adopted by the Antelope
Valley Air Quality Management District
(AVAQMD) and submitted by the
California Air Resources Board (CARB).

TABLE 1—ANTELOPE VALLEY NEGATIVE DECLARATIONS

Local agency Title Adopted Submitted

AVAQMD ..... Large Appliances, Surface Coating .........ccooiiiiiiiiiiiicc 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD ..... Wood Furniture Surface Coating 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD ..... GasOliNg BUIK PIANTS .....c..iiiiiiiiiiiiie ettt 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD ..... Equipment Leaks from Natural Gas/Gasoline Processing Plants ...........ccccooveceniiceninieneneenn. 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD ..... Leaks from Petroleum Refinery EQUIDMENT ........cociiiiiiiiiii e 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD ..... Air Oxidation Processes (SOCMI) .....cceeiirieiirieie et e e 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD ..... Reactor and Distillation Processes (SOCMI) ........ccccociiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieseeeieee et 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD ..... Tank Truck Gasoline Loading Terminals > 76,000 L .......ccccoouiiiiiiiiieiiieieesee e 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD ..... Manufacture of Synthesized Pharmaceutical Products ............cccooiiiiiiiiiiiiniineeeeeee 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD ..... Manufacture of Pneumatic RUDDEr Tir€S .......c.ooiiiiiiiiiieiieeseeeseere e 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD ..... Manufacture of High Density Polyethylene, Polypropylene and Polystyrene ...........ccccoceviiennenne 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD ..... Equipment used in Synthetic Organic Chemical Polymers and Resin Manufacturing ................. 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD ..... Refinery Vacuum-Producing Systems, Wastewater Separators and Process Unit Turnarounds 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD ..... Magnetic Wire Coating OPErations .........c.cccvreerereerenierresiesre e ee e s nesre e sre e 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD ..... Ship Repair Operations ........c.cccceverierenieenerieenecne 10/19/10 01/07/11
AVAQMD ..... Storage of Petroleum Liquids in Fixed Roof Tanks 10/19/10 01/07/11
AVAQMD ..... Petroleum Liquid Storage in External Floating Roof Tanks ...........ccccooiiiiiiiniiiiicin, 10/19/10 01/07/11

On February 8, 2011, EPA determined
that the submittal for Antelope Valley
AQMD Negative Declarations submitted
on January 7, 2011, met the
completeness criteria in 40 CFR Part 51,
Appendix V, which must be met before
formal EPA review.

On July 31, 2007, the submittal for
Antelope Valley Negative Declarations
submitted on January 31, 2007, was
deemed by operation of law to meet the
completeness criteria in 40 CFR Part 51,
Appendix V, which must be met before
formal EPA review.

B. Are there other versions of these
negative declarations?

There are no previous versions of
these negative declarations.

C. What is the purpose of the submitted
negative declarations?

The negative declarations were
submitted to meet the requirements of
CAA section 182(a)(2)(A).
Nonattainment areas are required to
adopt volatile organic compound (VOC)
regulations for the published Control
Techniques Guidelines (CTG)
categories. If a nonattainment area does
not have stationary sources for which
EPA has published a CTG, then the area

is required to submit a negative
declaration. The negative declarations
were submitted because there are no
applicable sources within the AVAQMD
jurisdiction. EPA’s technical support
document (TSD) has more information
about these negative declarations.

II. EPA’s Evaluation and Action

A. How is EPA evaluating the negative
declarations?

The negative declarations are
submitted as SIP revisions and must be
consistent with Clean Air Act
requirements for Reasonably Available
Control Technology (RACT) (see section
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182(a)(2)(A) and SIP relaxation (see
sections 110(1) and 193.) To do so, the
submittal should provide reasonable
assurance that no sources subject to the
CTG requirements currently exist or are
planned for the AVAQMD.

B. Do the negative declarations meet the
evaluation criteria?

We believe these negative
declarations are consistent with the
relevant policy and guidance regarding
RACT and SIP relaxations. The TSD has
more information on our evaluation.

C. Public Comment and Final Action

As authorized in section 110(k)(3) of
the Act, EPA is fully approving the
submitted negative declarations as
additional information to the SIP
because we believe they fulfill all
relevant requirements. We do not think

anyone will object to this approval, so
we are finalizing it without proposing it
in advance. However, in the Proposed
Rules section of this Federal Register,
we are simultaneously proposing
approval of these negative declarations.
If we receive adverse comments by
August 1, 2011, we will publish a timely
withdrawal in the Federal Register to
notify the public that the direct final
approval will not take effect and we will
address the comments in a subsequent
final action based on the proposal. If we
do not receive timely adverse
comments, the direct final approval will
be effective without further notice on
August 30, 2011.

IIL. Background Information

A. Why were these negative declarations
submitted?

These negative declarations were
submitted to fulfill the requirements of
CAA Section 182(a)(2)(A). Section 182
requires that ozone nonattainment areas
adopt VOC regulations found in the
Control Techniques Guidelines Series
for all major non-CTG sources of VOC
or NOx in their geographic area.
Antelope Valley AQMD is a
nonattainment area for ozone and thus
is required to adopt regulations for all
CTG sources and or major non-CTG
sources. Section 110(a) of the CAA
requires States to submit regulations
that control VOC emissions. Table 2
lists some of the national milestones
leading to the submittal of these local
agency negative declarations.

TABLE 2—QOZONE NONATTAINMENT MILESTONES

Event

March 3, 1978 ....cooveeeeeeeeeee,

May 26, 1988

November 15, 1990

May 15, 1991

EPA promulgated a list of ozone attainment areas under the Clean Air Act as amended in 1977. 43 FR
8964; 40 CFR 81.305.
EPA notified Governors that parts of their SIPs were inadequate to attain and maintain the ozone stand-
ard and requested that they correct the deficiencies (EPA’s SIP-Call). See section 110(a)(2)(H) of the
pre-amended Act.
Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990 were enacted. Pub. L. 101-549, 104 Stat. 2399, codified at 42 U.S.C.
7401-7671q.
Section 182(a)(2)(A) requires that ozone nonattainment areas correct deficient RACT rules by this date.

IV. Administrative Requirements

Under the Clean Air Act, the
Administrator is required to approve a
SIP submission that complies with the
provisions of the Act and applicable
Federal regulations. 42 U.S.C. 7410(k);
40 CFR 52.02(a). Thus, in reviewing SIP
submissions, EPA’s role is to approve
State choices, provided that they meet
the criteria of the Clean Air Act.
Accordingly, this action merely
approves State law as meeting Federal
requirements and does not impose
additional requirements beyond those
imposed by State law. For that reason,
this action:

¢ Is not a “significant regulatory
action” subject to review by the Office
of Management and Budget under
Executive Order 12866 (58 FR 51735,
October 4, 1993);

¢ Does not impose an information
collection burden under the provisions
of the Paperwork Reduction Act (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.);

e Is certified as not having a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act
(5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.);

e Does not contain any unfunded
mandate or significantly or uniquely

affect small governments, as described
in the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (Pub. L. 104-4);

¢ Does not have Federalism
implications as specified in Executive
Order 13132 (64 FR 43255, August 10,
1999);

¢ Is not an economically significant
regulatory action based on health or
safety risks subject to Executive Order
13045 (62 FR 19885, April 23, 1997);

¢ Is not a significant regulatory action
subject to Executive Order 13211 (66 FR
28355, May 22, 2001);

¢ Is not subject to requirements of
Section 12(d) of the National
Technology Transfer and Advancement
Act of 1995 (15 U.S.C. 272 note) because
application of those requirements would
be inconsistent with the Clean Air Act;
and

¢ Does not interfere with Executive
Order 12898 (59 FR 7629 (Feb. 16,
1994)) because EPA lacks the
discretionary authority to address
environmental justice in this
rulemaking.

In addition, this rule does not have
Tribal implications as specified by
Executive Order 13175 (65 FR 67249,
November 9, 2000), because the SIP is
not approved to apply in Indian country

located in the State, and EPA notes that
it will not impose substantial direct
costs on Tribal governments or preempt
Tribal law.

The Congressional Review Act, 5
U.S.C. 801 et seq., as added by the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996, generally provides
that before a rule may take effect, the
agency promulgating the rule must
submit a rule report, which includes a
copy of the rule, to each House of the
Congress and to the Comptroller General
of the United States. EPA will submit a
report containing this action and other
required information to the U.S. Senate,
the U.S. House of Representatives, and
the Comptroller General of the United
States prior to publication of the rule in
the Federal Register. A major rule
cannot take effect until 60 days after it
is published in the Federal Register.
This action is not a “major rule” as
defined by 5 U.S.C. 804(2).

Under section 307(b)(1) of the Clean
Air Act, petitions for judicial review of
this action must be filed in the United
States Court of Appeals for the
appropriate circuit by August 30, 2011.
Filing a petition for reconsideration by
the Administrator of this final rule does
not affect the finality of this action for
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the purposes of judicial review nor does
it extend the time within which a
petition for judicial review may be filed,
and shall not postpone the effectiveness
of such rule or action. Parties with
objections to this direct final rule are
encouraged to file a comment in
response to the parallel notice of
proposed rulemaking for this action
published in the Proposed Rules section
of today’s Federal Register, rather than
file an immediate petition for judicial
review of this direct final rule, so that
EPA can withdraw this direct final rule
and address the comment in the
proposed rulemaking. This action may
not be challenged later in proceedings to
enforce its requirements (see section

307(b)(2)).
List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Incorporation by
reference, Intergovernmental relations,
Ozone, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Volatile organic
compounds.

Dated: June 14, 2011.
Jared Blumenfeld,
Regional Administrator, Region IX.

Part 52, Chapter I, Title 40 of the Code
of Federal Regulations is amended as
follows:

PART 52—[AMENDED]

m 1. The authority citation for Part 52
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.

Subpart F—California

m 2. Section 52.222 is amended by
adding paragraphs (a)(6)(vii) and (viii)
to read as follows:

§52.222 Negative declarations.

(a) * K* %

(6) * % %

(vii) Large Appliances, Surface
Coating; Wood Furniture Surface
Coating; Gasoline Bulk Plants,
Equipment Leaks from Natural Gas/
Gasoline Processing Plants; Leaks from
Petroleum Refinery Equipment; Air
Oxidation Processes (SOCMI); Reactor
and Distillation Processes (SOCMI);
Tank Truck Gasoline Loading Terminals
> 76,000 L; Manufacture of Synthesized
Pharmaceutical Products; Manufacture
of Pneumatic Rubber Tires; Manufacture
of High Density Polyethylene,
Polypropylene and Polystyrene;
Equipment Used in Synthetic Organic
Chemical Polymers and Resin
Manufacturing; Refinery Vacuum-
Producing Systems, Wastewater
Separators and Process Unit

Turnarounds; and Magnetic Wire
Coating Operations submitted on
January 31, 2007 and adopted on
September 19, 2006.

(viii) Ship Repair Operations; Storage
of Petroleum Liquids in Fixed Roof
Tanks; and Petroleum Liquid Storage in
External Floating Roof Tanks submitted
on January 7, 2011 and adopted on
October 19, 2010.

* * * * *
[FR Doc. 2011-16481 Filed 6—30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service

50 CFR Part 17

[FWS-R1-ES-2011-N020; 10120-1113—
0000-C2]

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants; Revised Recovery Plan for
the Northern Spotted Owl (Strix
occidentalis caurina)

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of document availability:
revised recovery plan.

SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, announce the
availability of the Revised Recovery
Plan for the Northern Spotted Owl (Strix
occidentalis caurina), a northwestern
U.S. species listed as threatened under
the Endangered Species Act (Act). The
Act requires the development of
recovery plans for listed species, unless
such a plan would not promote the
conservation of a particular species.
Recovery plans help guide conservation
efforts by describing actions considered
necessary for the recovery of the
species, establishing criteria for
downlisting or delisting listed species,
and estimating time and cost for
implementing the measures needed for
recovery.

DATES: Effective July 1, 2011.

ADDRESSES: Electronic copies of the
revised recovery plan are available
online at: http://www.fws.gov/
endangered/species/recovery-plans.html
and http://www.fws.gov/species/nso.
Loose-leaf printed copies of the revised
recovery plan are available by request
from the State Supervisor, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, Oregon Fish and
Wildlife Office, 2600 SE 98th Avenue,
Suite 100, Attention: Diana Acosta,
Portland, OR 97266 (phone: 503/231—
6179).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dr.
Paul Henson, State Supervisor, at the
above address and phone number.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Recovery of endangered or threatened
animals and plants and the ecosystems
upon which they depend is a primary
goal of our endangered species program
and the Endangered Species Act (Act)
(16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). Recovery means
improvement of the status of listed
species to the point at which listing is
no longer necessary under the criteria
set out in section 4(a)(1) of the Act.

The Act requires the development of
recovery plans for listed species unless
such a plan would not promote the
conservation of a particular species.
Recovery plans help guide conservation
efforts by describing such site-specific
management actions as may be
necessary to achieve the plan’s goal for
the conservation and survival of the
species, establishing criteria for
delisting in accordance with the
provisions of section 4 of the Act, and
estimating the time and cost for
implementing those measures needed to
achieve the plan’s goal and intermediate
steps toward that goal.

Section 4(f) of the Act requires that
public notice and an opportunity for
public review and comment be provided
during recovery plan development. In
fulfillment of this requirement, we made
the Draft Revised Recovery Plan for the
Northern Spotted Owl available for
public review and comment from
September 15 through November 15,
2010 (September 15, 2010; 75 FR 56131)
and then extended the comment period
from November 30 through December
15, 2010 (November 30, 2010; 75 FR
74073). In addition, we reopened the
comment period from April 22 through
May 23, 2011 (April 22, 2011; 76 FR
22720) on an updated version of
Appendix C of the draft revised
recovery plan, which describes the
development of a spotted owl habitat
modeling tool. As we prepared this final
revised recovery plan, we considered
information provided during the public
comment periods. An appendix to the
plan will guide readers to a Web address
where summarized responses to
comments can be reviewed.

The northern spotted owl (hereafter,
spotted owl) was Federally listed as a
threatened species on June 26, 1990 (55
FR 26114). The current range of the
spotted owl extends from southwest
British Columbia through the Cascade
Mountains, coastal ranges, and
intervening forested lands in
Washington, Oregon, and California, as
far south as Marin County. Spotted owls
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generally rely on older forested habitats,
because such forests contain the
structures and characteristics required
for nesting, roosting, and foraging.
Features that support nesting and
roosting typically include a moderate to
high forest canopy closure (60 to 90
percent); a multilayered, multispecies
forest canopy with large overstory trees;
a high incidence of large trees with
various deformities (large cavities,
broken tops, mistletoe infections, and
other evidence of decadence); large
snags (dead trees); large accumulations
of fallen trees and other woody debris
on the ground; and sufficient open
space below the forest canopy for
spotted owls to fly. Foraging habitat
generally has attributes similar to
nesting and roosting habitat, but may
also include areas with less structural
diversity and lower canopy cover.
Habitat characteristics are known to
vary across the range of the species.

The spotted owl was listed as
threatened throughout its range due to
the loss of suitable habitat to timber
harvesting, exacerbated by catastrophic
events such as fire and wind storms.
Today we recognize past habitat loss,
current habitat loss, and competition
from barred owls (Strix varia) as the
most pressing threats to spotted owl
persistence. The recovery actions in this
revised recovery plan are designed to
address these and other threats within
the range of the spotted owl.

In May of 2008, we published the
Recovery Plan for the Northern Spotted
Owl and announced its availability in
the Federal Register (May 21, 2008; 73
FR 29471). The 2008 recovery plan
formed the basis for our revised
designation of spotted owl critical
habitat, which we published in the
Federal Register on August 13, 2008 (73
FR 47325). Both the 2008 critical habitat
designation and the 2008 recovery plan
were challenged in court: Carpenters’
Industrial Council v. Salazar, Case No.
1:08—cv—01409-EGS (D.DC). In addition,
on December 15, 2008, the Inspector
General of the Department of the
Interior issued a report entitled
“Investigative Report of The Endangered

Species Act and the Conflict between
Science and Policy,” which concluded
that the integrity of the agency
decisionmaking process for the spotted
owl recovery plan was potentially
jeopardized by improper political
influence. As a result, the Federal
government filed a motion in the
lawsuit for remand of the 2008 recovery
plan and critical habitat designation. On
September 1, 2010, the Court issued an
opinion remanding the 2008 recovery
plan to us for issuance of a revised plan
within 9 months. On October 12, 2010,
the Court remanded the 2008 critical
habitat designation and ordered the
Service to issue a new proposed critical
habitat rule for public comment by
November 15, 2010, and a final rule by
November 15, 2012. On May 6, 2011,
the Court granted our request for an
extension of the due date for issuance of
the final revised recovery plan until July
1, 2011. This notice announces the
availability of the final revision to the
2008 recovery plan.

The revised recovery plan is based on
a review of all relevant biology,
including new scientific information
that has become available and critical
peer review comments we received on
the 2008 recovery plan from three
professional scientific associations: The
Wildlife Society, the American
Ornithologists’ Union, and The Society
for Conservation Biology. Like several
previous plans for conserving and
recovering the spotted owl, the 2008
recovery plan recommended a network
of large habitat blocks, or Managed Owl
Conservation Areas (MOCAs), intended
to support long-term recovery of the
species. The peer review comments,
however, were critical of this network
for several reasons, including that we
did not use updated modeling
techniques to design the network and
assess its efficacy.

The revised recovery plan prioritizes
recovery tasks aimed at: (1) Maintaining
and managing for an adequate amount
of spotted owl habitat across the
species’ range; (2) restoring natural
processes in the dry forest landscapes
such that the impacts of habitat loss

through climate change are minimized;
and (3) conducting large-scale
experiments on the effects of barred owl
removal in areas where the two species
co-occur. The goal of this recovery plan
is to improve the status of the spotted
owl so that it no longer requires the
protections of the Endangered Species
Act.

The revised recovery plan is different
from the 2008 recovery plan in several
respects. We initiated a scientifically
rigorous, multi-step, range-wide
modeling effort to allow comparison of
estimated spotted owl population
performance among alternative habitat
conservation scenarios and other
conservation strategies. We are
withdrawing our previous
recommendation to implement the
MOCA network identified in the 2008
recovery plan and instead recommend
continuing to rely upon the Northwest
Forest Plan and designated critical
habitat. Until spotted owl population
trends improve, the revised recovery
plan also recommends conserving
spotted owl sites and high value spotted
owl habitat to provide additional
demographic support to the spotted owl
population and refugia from barred
owls. The revised recovery plan also
recognizes the possibility of needing
additional conservation contributions
from non-Federal lands. Finally, the
revised recovery plan affirms our
support for forest restoration
management actions that address
concerns about climate change and
health of forest ecosystems and promote
long-term spotted owl recovery.

Authority

The authority for this action is section
4(f) of the Endangered Species Act, 16
U.S.C. 1533(1).

Dated: June 6, 2011.

Robyn Thorson,

Regional Director, Region 1, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service.

[FR Doc. 2011-16456 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-55-P
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains notices to the public of the proposed
issuance of rules and regulations. The
purpose of these notices is to give interested
persons an opportunity to participate in the
rule making prior to the adoption of the final
rules.

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Community Development Financial
Institutions Fund

12 CFR Chapter XVl

Bond Guarantee Program

AGENCY: Community Development
Financial Institutions Fund, U.S.
Department of Treasury.

ACTION: Request for public comment.

SUMMARY: This notice invites comments
from the public on issues regarding the
Community Development Financial
Institutions (CDFI) Bond Guarantee
Program created by the Small Business
Jobs Act of 2010. All materials
submitted will be available for public
inspection and copying.

DATES: All comments and submissions
must be received by August 15, 2011.

ADDRESSES: Comments may be sent by
mail to: Jodie Harris, Policy Specialist,
CDFI Fund, U.S. Department of the
Treasury, 601 13th Street, NW., Suite
200 South, Washington, DC 20005; by
e-mail to cdfihelp@cdfi.treas.gov; or by
facsimile at (202) 622—7754. Please note
this is not a toll free number.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Information regarding the CDFI Fund
and its programs may be downloaded
from the CDFI Fund’s Web site at
http://www.cdfifund.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Community Development Financial
Institutions Fund (CDFI Fund) was
created for the purpose of promoting
economic revitalization and community
development through investment in and
assistance to CDFIs. Its vision is to
economically empower America’s
underserved and distressed
communities through the provision of
low-cost capital to certified CDFIs. The
CDFI Fund was established by the
Riegle Community Development
Banking and Financial Institutions Act
of 1994.

The CDFI Bond Guarantee Program
(the program) was enacted through the

Small Business Jobs Act of 2010 (Pub.
L. 111-240) on September 27, 2010. The
CDFI Fund will serve as the program
administrator and must administer the
program in accordance with sections
1134 and 1703 of the Small Business
Jobs Act, which amended the
Community Development Banking and
Financial Institutions Act of 1994, 12
U.S.C. 4701 et seq. (the Act) by adding
a new section 114A.

Section 114A authorizes the Secretary
of the Treasury (through the CDFI Fund)
to guarantee the full amount of notes or
bonds, including the principal, interest,
and call premiums not to exceed 30
years, issued by CDFIs to finance loans
for eligible community or economic
development purposes. The bonds or
notes will support CDFI lending and
investment by providing a source of
long-term, patient capital to CDFIs. In
accordance with Federal credit policy,
moreover, the Federal Financing Bank
(FFB), a body corporate and
instrumentality of the United States
Government under the general
supervision and direction of the
Secretary of the Treasury, finances
obligations that are 100% guaranteed by
the United States, such as the bonds or
notes to be issued by CDFIs under the
program. Because the FFB’s cost of
funds is equivalent to the current
Treasury rates for comparable
maturities, the FFB can provide CDFIs
the least expensive funds to generate
loans and represents the most efficient
way for CDFIs to finance 100%
Federally guaranteed obligations.

The CDFI Fund is required by statute
to promulgate program regulations by
September 27, 2011 and to implement
the program by September 27, 2012.

The CDFI Fund invites and
encourages comments and suggestions
germane to the mission, purpose, and
implementation of the CDFI Bond
Guarantee Program. The CDFI Fund is
particularly interested in comments in
the following areas:

1. Definitions

(a) Section 114A(a) of the Act
provides certain definitions applicable
to the CDFI Bond Guarantee Program. In
particular, Section 114A(a)(2) of the Act
defines eligible community or economic
development purpose as any purpose
described in section 108(b) [12 U.S.C.
4707(b)] and includes the provision of
community or economic development
in low-income or underserved rural

areas. The CDFI Fund is interested in
comments regarding all definitions
found in the Act as they relate to the
program, including the following:

(i) How should the term “low-
income” be defined as such term is used
in Section 114A(a)(2)?

(ii) How should the term ‘‘rural areas”
be defined as such term is used in
Section 114A(a)(2)? For example, is a
rural community any census tract that is
not located in a metropolitan statistical
area (MSA)? Respondents should
discuss how a particular definition
would enable the program to target
businesses and residents in rural areas,
and discuss whether there are particular
measures that should not be used
because they may inadvertently
disadvantage certain populations (i.e.,
provide examples of particular
households or communities that would
not qualify under specific definitions).

(iii) How should the term
“underserved” be defined and/or
measured?

(iv) Should “eligible community or
economic development purpose” be
defined to allow a CDFI or its
designated Qualified Issuer to only
invest inside the CDFI Fund Target
Market that it was certified to serve?

2. Use of Funds

(a) The Act defines a loan as any
credit instrument that is extended under
the CDFI Bond Guarantee Program for
any eligible community or economic
development purpose. Section 114A(b)
of the Act states that the Secretary of the
Treasury (the Secretary) shall guarantee
payments on bonds or notes issued by
a qualified issuer if the proceeds of the
bonds or notes are used in accordance
with this section to make loans to
eligible community development
financial institutions (CDFIs)

(1) For eligible community or
economic development purposes; or

(2) To refinance loans or notes issued
for such purposes.

The CDFI Fund invites and
encourages comments and suggestions
germane to the criteria and use of funds.
The CDFI Fund is particularly interested
in comments including the following:

(i) Should there be any limitations on
the types of loans that can be financed
or refinanced with the bond proceeds?
Are there any uses of bond or note
proceeds that should be excluded or
deemed ineligible regardless of the fact
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that the use was in a low-income or
underserved rural area?

(ii) Should the capitalization of:

(1) Revolving loan funds; (2) credit
enhancement of investments made by
CDFIs and/or others; or (3) loan loss
reserves, debt service reserves, and/or
sinking funds in support of a Federally
guaranteed bond, be included as eligible
purposes?

(i1i) Should there be any limits on the
percentage of loans or notes refinanced
with the bond proceeds? If so, what
should they be?

(iv) Should CDFIs be allowed to use
bond proceeds to purchase loans from
other CDFIs? If so, should the CDFI that
sells the loans be required to invest a
certain portion of the proceeds from the
sale to support additional community
development activities?

(v) Should the CDFI Fund place
additional restrictions on the awardees’
loan products, such as a cap on the
interest rate, fees and/or late payment
penalties or on the marketing and
disclosure standards for the products? If
so, what are the appropriate
restrictions?

(b) Section 114A(c)(1) states that a
capital distribution plan meets the
requirements of the subsection if not
less than 90 percent of the principal
amount of guaranteed bonds or notes
(other than the cost of issuance fee) are
used to make loans for any eligible
community or economic development
purpose, measured annually, beginning
at the end of the one-year period
beginning on the issuance date of such
guaranteed bonds or notes. The CDFI
Fund welcomes comments regarding
this provision, specifically regarding
what penalties the CDFI Fund should
impose if an issuer is out of compliance.

(c) Section 114A(c)(2) states that not
more than 10 percent of the principal
amount of guaranteed bonds or notes —,
multiplied by an amount equal to the
outstanding principal balance of issued
notes or bonds, minus the risk-share
pool amount—may be held in a
relending account and may be available
for new eligible community or economic
development purposes.

(i) How should the CDFI Fund define
“relending” account as stated in Section
114A(c)(2)? How should it differ from
the loans made under Section 114(c)(1)?

(ii) If the capitalization of revolving
loan funds is deemed an allowable use
of funds under Section 114A(a)(4), what
activities would be eligible under the
relending account?

(iii) If additional reserves are held,
should they be permitted to be funded
from the relending account?

(iv) Should a sinking fund, or any
other reserve to allow for the payment

of debt service, be permitted to be
funded from the relending account?

(d) Section 114A(d) states that each
qualified issuer shall, during the term of
a guarantee provided under the CDFI
Bond Guarantee Program, establish a
risk-share pool, capitalized by
contributions from eligible community
development financial institution
participants, of an amount equal to three
percent of the guaranteed amount
outstanding on the subject notes and
bonds.

(i) In the event that the CDFI Fund
determines that there is a risk of loss to
the government for which Congress has
not provided an appropriation, what
steps should the CDFI Fund take to
compensate for this risk?

a. Should the interest rate on the
bonds be increased?

b. Should a larger risk-share pool be
required?

c. Should the CDFI Fund require
restrictions, covenants and conditions
(e.g., net asset ratio requirement, first
loss requirements, first lien position;
over-collateralization, replacement of
troubled loans)?

(ii) How should the CDFI Fund assess
and compensate for different levels of
risk among diverse proposals without
unduly restricting the flexible use of
funds for a range of community
development purposes? For example:

a. Should the CDFI Fund take into
account the participation of a risk-
sharing partner? What should be the
parameters of any such risk-sharing?

b. Should the Fund take into account
an independent, third-party credit rating
from a major rating agency?

(iii) Are there restrictions, covenants,
conditions or other measures the CDFI
Fund should not impose? Please
provide specific examples, if possible.

(iv) Should the qualified issuer be
allowed to set aside the three percent
from the bond proceeds or should these
funds be separate from the proceeds?

3. Guarantee Provisions

(a) Section 114A(a)(3) defines a
guarantee as a written agreement
between the Secretary and a qualified
issuer (or trustee) pursuant to which the
Secretary ensures repayment of the
verifiable losses of principal, interest,
and call premium, if any, on notes or
bonds issued by a qualified issuer to
finance or refinance loans to eligible
CDFI. The CDFI Fund invites and
encourages comments and suggestions
relating to the guarantee provisions,
especially:

(1) How should the CDFI Fund define
and determine ‘‘verifiable losses of
principal, interest, and call premium”’?

(ii) Should the CDFI Fund permit a
call upon the guarantee at any point
prior to the issuer liquidating the
available assets? If so, under what
condition should a call on the guarantee
be permitted?

(b) Section 114A(e)(1) indicates that
the Treasury guarantee shall be for the
full amount of a bond or note, including
the amount of principal, interest, and
call premiums not to exceed 30 years.
The Treasury may not guarantee any
amount less than $100 million per
issuance.

(i) Should the CDFI Fund set specific
guidelines or prohibitions for the
structure of the bond (e.g., callable,
convertible, zero-coupon)?

(ii) Should bonds that are used to
fund certain asset classes be required to
have specific terms or conditions?
Should riskier asset classes or borrowers
require additional enhancements?

(c) Section 114A(e)(2) states
limitations on the guarantees.

(1) The Secretary shall issue not more
than 10 guarantees in any calendar year
under the program.

(2) The Secretary may not guarantee
any amount under the program equal to
less than $100 million but the total of
all such guarantees in any fiscal year
may not exceed $1 billion.

(1) Can qualified issuers apply for
multiple issuances? Should there be a
limit per qualified issuer? If so, what
should that limit be?

4. Eligible Entities

(a) Section 114A(a)(1) defines an
eligible entity as a CDFI (as described in
section 1805.201 of title 12, Code of
Federal Regulations, or any successor
thereto) certified by the Secretary that
has applied to a qualified issuer for, or
that has been granted by a qualified
issuer, a loan under the program. The
CDFI Fund welcomes comments on
issues relating to eligible entities,
particularly with respect to the
following questions:

(i) Should the CDFI Fund require one
qualified issuer (or appointed trustee)
for all bonds and notes issued under the
program?

(ii) Should the CDFI Fund permit an
entity not yet certified as a CDFI to
apply for CDFI certification
simultaneous with submission of a
capital distribution plan?

(iii) Should the CDFI Fund allow all
existing CDFIs to apply, or should there
be minimum eligibility criteria?

(iv) The Act states that a qualified
issuer should have “appropriate
expertise, capacity, and experience, or
otherwise be qualified to make loans for
eligible community or economic
development purposes.” How should
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the CDFI Fund determine that a
qualified issuer meets these
requirements?

(v) What penalties should be imposed
in the event that a CDFI participating in
the program ceases to be a certified
CDFI? What remedies and cure periods
should the CDFI Fund allow in the
event of a lapse in CDFI certification?

(b) Section 114A(a)(5) defines a
master servicer as an entity approved by
the Secretary in accordance with
subparagraph (B) to oversee the
activities of servicers, as provided in
subsection (f)(4).

(i) Should the CDFI Fund require one
servicer for all bonds and notes issued
under the program?

(ii) Should the CDFI Fund require the
master servicer and servicers to have a
track record of providing similar
services? How should the CDFI Fund
evaluate the capabilities of prospective
servicers and master servicers?

(iii) Should the CDFI Fund pre-qualify
servicers and make those groups known
to CDFIs wishing to submit a capital
distribution plan for consideration?

(iv) Should a CDFI issuer be allowed
to serve as its own servicer?

(v) Should the master servicer be
eligible to serve as a program
administrator or servicer for a qualified
issuer? If so, how should potential
conflicts of interest be managed?

(c) Section 114(a)(8) defines qualified
issuers as a CDFI (or any entity
designated to issue notes or bonds on
behalf of such CDFI) that meets certain
qualifications: (1) Have appropriate
expertise, (2) have an acceptable capital
distribution plan, and (3) be able to
certify that the bond proceeds will be
used for community development.

(i) How should a CDFI demonstrate its
expertise?

(ii) Are there any institutions that
should be prohibited from serving as
qualified issuers?

(iii) Should the CDFI Fund establish
minimum criteria for serving as a
qualified issuer?

(iv) Should the CDFI Fund set a
minimum asset size for CDFI
participation as a qualified issuer?

(v) Should the CDFI Fund require the
issuer to have a minimum net capital
(real equity capital) and require a set
amount of net capital be held for the
term of the bond? If so, what is a
reasonable level to require?

(vi) Should qualified issuers be
required to obtain an independent,
third-party credit rating from a major
rating agency?

5. Capital Distribution Plan

(a) Section 114A(a)(8)(B)(ii)(II) states
that a qualified issuer shall provide to

the Secretary: (aa) an acceptable
statement of the proposed sources and
uses of the funds and (bb) a capital
distribution plan that meets the
requirements of subsection (c)(1). The
CDFI Fund seeks comments relating to
the capital distribution plan
requirement, specifically:

(i) What elements should be required
in an acceptable statement of proposed
sources and uses of the funds? How
should the CDFI Fund measure
acceptability?

(ii) What elements should be required
in a capital distribution plan? Are there
examples of such plans, Federal or
otherwise, upon which the CDFI Fund
should model the CDFI Bond Guarantee
Program’s capital distribution plan
requirements and application materials?

(iii) Should the CDFI Fund require
specific intended uses of all the bond
proceeds in the capital distribution plan
or should the qualified issuers just be
required to demonstrate an intended
pipeline of underlying assets?

(iv) Should the CDFI Fund set
minimum underwriting criteria for
borrowers? Should applicants be
required to demonstrate satisfaction of
those criteria in the capital distribution
plan?

6. Accountability of Qualified Issuers

(a) The CDFI Fund welcomes
comments on how to monitor the use of
proceeds and financial performance of
qualified issuers, particularly with
respect to the following questions:

(a) What tests should the CDFI Fund
use to evaluate if 90 percent of bond
proceeds have been invested in
qualified loans? Should reports be
required from the qualified issuer more
frequently than on an annual basis?

(c) What types of tests should the
CDFI Fund use to evaluate satisfaction
of the low-income or rural requirement
set forth in Section 114A(a)(2)?

(d) What support, if any, would
applicants and awardees like to receive
from the CDFI Fund after having issued
a bond?

(e) What specific industry standards
for impact measures (businesses
financed, units of affordable housing
developed, etc.) should the CDFI Fund
adopt for evaluating and monitoring
loans financed or refinanced with
proceeds of the guaranteed notes or
bonds?

(f) Should achievement of some
standards or outcome measures be
mandatory?

(g) Are the approval criteria for
qualified issuers as listed in Section
114A(a)(8)(B) adequate? If not, what else
should be included?

7. Prohibited Uses

(a) Section 114A(b)(5) provides
certain prohibitions on use of funds
including, “political activities, lobbying,
outreach, counseling services, or travel
expenses.” The CDFI Fund encourages
comments and suggestions germane to
prohibited uses established in the Act,
specifically as to whether there are other
prohibited uses that the CDFI Fund
should include.

8. Servicing of Transactions

(a) Section 114A(f) states that, in
general, to maximize efficiencies and
minimize cost and interest rates, loans
made under this section may be
serviced by qualified program
administrators, bond servicers, and a
master servicer. This section further
outlines the duties of the program
administrator, servicers, and the master
servicer. Comments regarding the
servicing of transactions are welcome,
specifically:

(i) The Act lists certain duties of a
program administrator. Should there be
other requirements?

(ii) The duties of a program
administrator suggest that the CDFI
Fund will serve as the program
administrator for all issuances. Should
the CDFI Fund require that each
qualified issuer have a designated
program administrator as suggested in
section 114A(a)(7)?

(iii) If so, should the servicer be
eligible to serve as a program
administrator for a qualified issuer?

(iv) Who should be responsible for
resolving troubled loans?

(v) On what basis should servicers be
compensated?

(vi) Are there any duties not listed
that should be included in sections
114A(f)(2) through 114A(f)(4)? Are there
any prohibitions or limitations that
should be applied?

9. General Compliance

The CDFI Fund welcomes comments
on general compliance issues related to
monitoring the guarantee portfolio,
particularly with respect to the
following questions:

(i) What types of compliance
measures should be required by the
CDFI Fund? Should the CDFI Fund
mandate specific reports to be collected
and reviewed by the servicer and
ultimately the master servicer? If so,
please provide examples.

(ii) The Act states that “repayment
shall be made on that portion of bonds
or notes necessary to bring the bonds or
notes that remain outstanding after such
repayment into compliance with the 90
percent requirement of paragraph (1).”
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How should the CDFI Fund enforce this
requirement?

(iii) What penalties should the CDFI
Fund impose if a qualified issuer is
deemed noncompliant?

(iv) The Act provides that the
qualified issuer pay a fee of 10 basis
points annually. What penalties should
be imposed for failure to comply?

10. General Comments

The CDFI Fund is also interested in
receiving any general comments and
suggestions regarding the structure of
the CDFI Bond Guarantee Program that
are not addressed above.

Authority: Pub. L. 111-240.

Dated: June 23, 2011.
Donna J. Gambrell,

Director, Community Development Financial
Institutions Fund.

[FR Doc. 2011-16682 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71

[Docket No. FAA-2011-0087; Airspace
Docket No. 11-AS0O-12]

Proposed Amendment of Class D
Airspace; Eglin AFB, FL

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This action proposes to
amend Class D Airspace in the Eglin Air
Force Base (AFB), FL airspace area. The
Destin Non-Directional Beacon (NDB)
has been decommissioned and new
Standard Instrument Approaches have
been developed for Destin-Fort Walton
Beach Airport that would enhance the
safety and management of Instrument
Flight Rules (IFR) operations at the
airport.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before August 15, 2011. The Director
of the Federal Register approves this
incorporation by reference action under
title 1, Code of Federal Regulations, part
51, subject to the annual revision of
FAA, Order 7400.9 and publication of
conforming amendments.

ADDRESSES: Send comments on this rule
to: U.S. Department of Transportation,
Docket Operations, West Building
Ground Floor, Room W12-140, 1200
New Jersey Avenue, SE., Washington,
DC 20590-0001; Telephone: 1-800—
647-5527; Fax: 202—493-2251. You

must identify the Docket Number FAA—
2011-0087; Airspace Docket No. 11—
ASO-12, at the beginning of your
comments. You may also submit and
review received comments through the
Internet at

http://www.regulations.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: John
Fornito, Operations Support Group,
Eastern Service Center, Federal Aviation
Administration, P.O. Box 20636,
Atlanta, Georgia 30320; telephone (404)
305-6364.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
comment on this rule by submitting
such written data, views, or arguments,
as they may desire. Comments that
provide the factual basis supporting the
views and suggestions presented are
particularly helpful in developing
reasoned regulatory decisions on the
proposal. Comments are specifically
invited on the overall regulatory,
aeronautical, economic, environmental,
and energy-related aspects of the
proposal.

Communications should identify both
docket numbers (FAA Docket No. FAA—
2011-0087; Airspace Docket No. 11—
AS0O-12) and be submitted in triplicate
to the Docket Management System (see
ADDRESSES section for address and
phone number). You may also submit
comments through the Internet at
http://www.regulations.gov.

Annotators wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
on this action must submit with those
comments a self-addressed stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: “Comments to
Docket No. FAA-2011-0087; Airspace
Docket No. 11-ASO-12.” The postcard
will be date/time stamped and returned
to the commenter.

All communications received before
the specified closing date for comments
will be considered before taking action
on the proposed rule. The proposal
contained in this notice may be changed
in light of the comments received. A
report summarizing each substantive
public contact with FAA personnel
concerned with this rulemaking will be
filed in the docket.

Availability of NPRMs

An electronic copy of this document
may be downloaded from and
comments submitted through http://
www.regulations.gov. Recently
published rulemaking documents can
also be accessed through the FAA’s Web
page at http://www.faa.gov/
airports_airtraffic/air_traffic/
publications/airspace_amendments/.

You may review the public docket
containing the proposal, any comments
received and any final disposition in
person in the Dockets Office (see the
ADDRESSES section for address and
phone number) between 9 a.m. and
5 p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal Holidays. An informal docket
may also be examined during normal
business hours at the office of the
Eastern Service Center, Federal Aviation
Administration, room 210, 1701
Columbia Avenue, College Park, Georgia
30337.

Persons interested in being placed on
a mailing list for future NPRMs should
contact the FAA’s Office of Rulemaking,
(202) 267-9677, to request a copy of
Advisory circular No. 11-2A, Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking distribution
System, which describes the application
procedure.

The Proposal

The FAA is considering an
amendment to Title 14, Code of Federal
Regulations (14 CFR) part 71 to amend
Class D airspace in the Eglin AFB, FL
area. The Destin NDB has been
decommissioned, and the NDB
approach cancelled. New standard
instrument approach procedures have
been developed for Destin-Fort Walton
Beach Airport. The existing Class D
airspace extending upward from the
surface would be modified for the safety
and management of IFR operations.

Class D airspace designations are
published in Paragraph 5000 of FAA
order 7400.9U, dated August 18, 2010,
and effective September 15, 2010, which
is incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1. The Class D airspace designation
listed in this document will be
published subsequently in the Order.

The FAA has determined that this
proposed regulation only involves an
established body of technical
regulations for which frequent and
routine amendments are necessary to
keep them operationally current. It,
therefore, (1) is not a “significant
regulatory action” under Executive
Order 12866; (2) is not a “‘significant
rule” under DOT Regulatory Policies
and Procedures (44 FR 11034; February
26, 1979); and (3) does not warrant
preparation of a Regulatory Evaluation
as the anticipated impact is so minimal.
Since this is a routine matter that will
only affect air traffic procedures and air
navigation, it is certified that this
proposed rule, when promulgated,
would not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities under the criteria of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act.

The FAA’s authority to issue rules
regarding aviation safety is found in
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Title 49 of the United States Code.
Subtitle I, Section 106 describes the
authority of the FAA Administrator.
Subtitle VII, Aviation Programs,
describes in more detail the scope of the
agency’s authority. This proposed
rulemaking is promulgated under the
authority described in Subtitle VII, Part,
A, Subpart I, Section 40103. Under that
section, the FAA is charged with
prescribing regulations to assign the use
of airspace necessary to ensure the
safety of aircraft and the efficient use of
airspace. This proposed regulation is
within the scope of that authority as it
would amend Class D airspace in the
Eglin AFB, FL area.

Lists of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

The Proposed Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
proposes to amend 14 CFR part 71 as
follows:

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
B, C, D, AND E AIRSPACE AREAS; AIR
TRAFFIC SERVICE ROUTES; AND
REPORTING POINTS

1. The authority citation for part 71
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g); 40103, 40113,
40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959—
1963 Comp., p. 389.

§71.1 [Amended]

2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of Federal Aviation
Administration Order 7400.9U,
Airspace Designations and Reporting
Points, dated August 18, 2010, effective
September 15, 2010, is amended as
follows:

Paragraph 5000 Class D airspace.

* * * * *

ASOFLD Eglin Air Force Base, FL
[Amended]

Eglin Air Force Base, FL

(Lat. 30°28’59.59” N, long. 86°31'34” W.)
Destin-Fort Walton Beach Airport

(Lat. 30°24’00” N., long. 86°28"17” W.)
Duke Field

(Lat. 30°39°07” N., long. 86°31°23” W.)
Hurlburt Field

(Lat. 30°25’44” N., long. 86°41°20” W.)

That airspace extending upward from the
surface, to and including 2,600 feet MSL
within a 5.5-mile radius of Eglin AFB and
within a 4.4-mile radius of Destin-Fort
Walton Beach Airport, excluding the portion
north of a line connecting the 2 points of
intersection within a 5.2-mile radius centered
on Duke Field; excluding the portion
southwest of a line connecting the 2 points
of intersection within a 5.3-mile radius of
Hurlburt Field; excluding a portion east of a

line beginning at lat. 30°30"43” N., long.
86°2621” W. extending east to the 5.5-mile
radius of Eglin AFB.

Issued in College Park, Georgia, on May 13,
2011.

Barry A. Knight,

Acting Manager, Operations Support Group,
Eastern Service Center, Air Traffic
Organization.

[FR Doc. 2011-16587 Filed 6—30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71

[Docket No. FAA-2011-0579; Airspace
Docket No. 11-AEA-14]

Proposed Amendment of Class D and
E Airspace and Revocation of Class E
Airspace; Manassas, VA

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This action proposes to
amend Class D and Class E airspace
areas and remove Class E airspace at
Manassas Municipal/Harry P. Davis
Airport, Manassas, VA. A Standard
Instrument Approach Procedure has
been cancelled; therefore modification
to the airspace areas is required for the
safety and airspace management of
Instrument Flight Rules (IFR) operations
at the airport.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before August 15, 2011. The Director
of the Federal Register approves this
incorporation by reference action under
title 1, Code of Federal Regulations, part
51, subject to the annual revision of
FAA, Order 7400.9 and publication of
conforming amendments.

ADDRESSES: Send comments on this rule
to: U.S. Department of Transportation,
Docket Operations, West Building
Ground Floor, Room W12-140, 1200
New Jersey Avenue, SE., Washington,
DC 20590-0001; Telephone: 1-800—
647-5527; Fax: 202—493-2251. You
must identify the Docket Number FAA—
2011-0579; Airspace Docket No. 11—
AEA-14, at the beginning of your
comments. You may also submit and
review received comments through the
Internet at http://www.regulations.gov.
You may review the public docket
containing the rule, any comments
received, and any final disposition in
person in the Dockets Office (see
ADDRESSES section for address and
phone number) between 9 a.m. and

5 p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal Holidays.

An informal docket may also be
examined during normal business hours
at the office of the Eastern Service
Center, Federal Aviation
Administration, Room 210, 1701
Columbia Avenue, College Park, Georgia
30337.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: John
Fornito, Airspace Specialist, Operations
Support Group, Eastern Service Center,
Air Traffic Organization, Federal
Aviation Administration, P.O. Box
20636, Atlanta, Georgia 30320;
telephone (404) 305-6364.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
comment on this proposed rule by
submitting such written data, views, or
arguments, as they may desire.
Comments that provide the factual basis
supporting the views and suggestions
presented are particularly helpful in
developing reasoned regulatory
decisions on the proposal. Comments
are specifically invited on the overall
regulatory, aeronautical, economic,
environmental, and energy-related
aspects of the proposal.
Communications should identify both
docket numbers and be submitted in
triplicate to the address listed above.
Those wishing the FAA to acknowledge
receipt of their comments on this notice
must submit with those comments a
self-addressed, stamped postcard on
which the following statement is made:
“Comments to Docket No. FAA-2011—
0579; Airspace Docket No. 11-AEA—
14.” The postcard will be date/time
stamped and returned to the
commenter. All communications
received before the specified closing
date for comments will be considered
before taking action on the proposed
rule. The proposal contained in this
notice may be changed in light of the
comments received. A report
summarizing each substantive public
contact with FAA personnel concerned
with this rulemaking will be filed in the
docket.

Availability of NPRMs

An electronic copy of this document
may be downloaded from and
comments submitted through http://
www.regulations.gov. Recently
published rulemaking documents can
also be accessed through the FAA’s Web
page at http://www.faa.gov/
airports_airtraffic/air_traffic/
publications/airspace_amendments/.
Additionally, any person may obtain a
copy of this notice by submitting a
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request to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Office of Air
Traffic Airspace Management, ATA—
400, 800 Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20591, or by calling
(202) 267—-8783. Communications must
identify both docket numbers for this
notice. Persons interested in being
placed on a mailing list for future
NPRM'’s should contact the FAA’s
Office of Rulemaking, (202) 267-9677,
to request a copy of Advisory Circular
No. 11-2A, Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking Distribution System, which
describes the application procedure.

The Proposal

The FAA is considering an
amendment to Title 14, Code of Federal
Regulations (14 CFR) part 71 to amend
Class D and E surface airspace at
Manassas Municipal/Harry P. Davis
Airport, Manassas, VA. Cancellation of
the VOR approach into the airport has
made this action necessary. Class E
airspace designated as an extension to
Class D airspace is no longer needed
and therefore, would be removed. This
action would enhance the safety and
management of IFR operations at
Manassas Municipal/Harry P. Davis
Airport.

Class D and E airspace designations
are published in Paragraphs 5000, 6002
and 6004, respectively, of FAA Order
7400.9U, dated August 18, 2010, and
effective September 15, 2011, which is
incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1. The Class D and E airspace
designations listed in this document
would be published subsequently in the
Order.

The FAA has determined that this
proposed regulation only involves an
established body of technical
regulations for which frequent and
routine amendments are necessary to
keep them operationally current. It,
therefore, (1) is not a “significant
regulatory action” under Executive
Order 12866; (2) is not a “‘significant
rule” under DOT Regulatory Policies
and Procedures (44 FR 11034; February
26, 1979); and (3) does not warrant
preparation of a Regulatory Evaluation
as the anticipated impact is so minimal.
Since this is a routine matter that will
only affect air traffic procedures and air
navigation, it is certified that this
proposed rule, when promulgated,
would not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities under the criteria of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act.

The FAA’s authority to issue rules
regarding aviation safety is found in
Title 49 of the United States Code.
Subtitle I, Section 106 describes the
authority of the FAA Administrator.

Subtitle VII, Aviation Programs,
describes in more detail the scope of the
agency’s authority.

This proposed rulemaking is
promulgated under the authority
described in Subtitle VII, Part, A,
Subpart I, Section 40103. Under that
section, the FAA is charged with
prescribing regulations to assign the use
of airspace necessary to ensure the
safety of aircraft and the efficient use of
airspace. This proposed regulation is
within the scope of that authority as it
proposes to remove Class E airspace and
amend Class D and E airspace at
Manassas, VA.

Lists of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

The Proposed Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
proposes to amend 14 CFR part 71 as
follows:

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
B, C, D, AND E AIRSPACE AREAS; AIR
TRAFFIC SERVICE ROUTES; AND
REPORTING POINTS

1. The authority citation for part 71
will continue to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g); 40103, 40113,
40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959—
1963 Comp., p. 389.

§71.1 [Amended]

2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of Federal Aviation
Administration Order 7400.9U,
Airspace Designations and Reporting
Points, signed August 15, 2010, and
effective September 15, 2011, is
amended as follows:

Paragraph 5000 Class D airspace.

* * * * *

AEA VAD Manassas, VA [Amended]

Manassas Municipal/Harry P. Davis Airport,
VA

(Lat. 38°43’17” N., long. 77°30'56” W.)

That airspace extending upward from the
surface to but not including 2,000 feet MSL
within a 5-mile radius of the Manassas
Municipal/Harry P. Davis Airport, excluding
that airspace within the Washington Tri-Area
Class B airspace area. This Class D airspace
area is effective during the specific dates and
times established in advance by a Notice to
Airmen. The effective date and time will
thereafter be continuously published in the
Airport/Facility Directory.

Paragraph 6002 Class E airspace designated
as surface areas.
* * * * *

AEA VA E2 Manassas, VA [Amended]

Manassas Municipal/Harry P. Davis Airport,
VA

(Lat. 38°43’17” N., long. 77°30°56” W.)

That airspace extending upward from the
surface to but not including 2,000 feet MSL
within a 5-mile radius of the Manassas
Municipal/Harry P Davis Municipal Airport,
excluding that airspace within the
Washington Tri-Area Class B airspace area.
This Class E airspace area is effective during
the specific dates and times established in
advance by a Notice to Airmen. The effective
date and time will thereafter be continuously
published in the Airport/Facility Directory.

Paragraph 6004 Class E airspace designated
as an extension to a Class D surface area.
* * * * *

AEA VA E4 Manassas, VA [Removed]

Issued in College Park, Georgia, on June 27,
2011.

Barry A. Knight,

Acting Manager, Operations Support Group,
Eastern Service Center, Air Traffic
Organization.

[FR Doc. 2011-16657 Filed 6—-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71

[Docket No. FAA-2011-0394; Airspace
Docket No. 11-AS0O-17]

Proposed Amendment of Class E
Airspace; Clemson, SC

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This action proposes to
amend Class E Airspace at Clemson, SC,
as a runway extension requires
amended Standard Instrument
Approach Procedures at Oconee County
Regional Airport. This action would
enhance the safety and airspace
management of Instrument Flight Rules
(IFR) operations at the airport. This
action also would recognize the airport
name change to Oconee County
Regional Airport.

DATES: Effective 0901 UTC, Comments
must be received on or before August
15, 2011. The Director of the Federal
Register approves this incorporation by
reference action under title 1, Code of
Federal Regulations, part 51, subject to
the annual revision of FAA, Order
7400.9 and publication of conforming
amendments.

ADDRESSES: Send comments on this rule
to: U.S. Department of Transportation,
Docket Operations, West Building
Ground Floor, Room W12-140, 1200
New Jersey Avenue, SE., Washington,
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DC 20590-0001; Telephone: 1-800—
647-5527; Fax: 202—493-2251. You
must identify the Docket Number FAA—
2011-0394; Airspace Docket No. 11—
ASO-17, at the beginning of your
comments. You may also submit and
review received comments through the
Internet at http://www.regulations.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: ]ohn
Fornito, Operations Support Group,
Eastern Service Center, Federal Aviation
Administration, P.O. Box 20636,
Atlanta, Georgia 30320; telephone (404)
305-6364.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
comment on this proposed rule by
submitting such written data, views, or
arguments, as they may desire.
Comments that provide the factual basis
supporting the views and suggestions
presented are particularly helpful in
developing reasoned regulatory
decisions on the proposal. Comments
are specifically invited on the overall
regulatory, aeronautical, economic,
environmental, and energy-related
aspects of the proposal.

Communications should identify both
docket numbers (FAA Docket No. FAA—
2011-0394; Airspace Docket No. 11—
ASO-17) and be submitted in triplicate
to the Docket Management System (see
ADDRESSES section for address and
phone number). You may also submit
comments through the Internet at
http://www.regulations.gov.

Annotators wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
on this action must submit with those
comments a self-addressed stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: “‘Comments to
Docket No. FAA-2011-0394; Airspace
Docket No. 11-ASO-17.” The postcard
will be date/time stamped and returned
to the commenter.

All communications received before
the specified closing date for comments
will be considered before taking action
on the proposed rule. The proposal
contained in this notice may be changed
in light of the comments received. A
report summarizing each substantive
public contact with FAA personnel
concerned with this rulemaking will be
filed in the docket.

Availability of NPRMs

An electronic copy of this document
may be downloaded from and
comments submitted through http://
www.regulations.gov. Recently
published rulemaking documents can
also be accessed through the FAA’s Web
page at http://www.faa.gov/

airports_airtraffic/air_traffic/
publications/airspace_amendments/.

You may review the public docket
containing the proposal, any comments
received and any final disposition in
person in the Dockets Office (see the
ADDRESSES section for address and
phone number) between 9 a.m. and
5 p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal Holidays. An informal docket
may also be examined during normal
business hours at the office of the
Eastern Service Center, Federal Aviation
Administration, room 210, 1701
Columbia Avenue, College Park, Georgia
30337.

Persons interested in being placed on
a mailing list for future NPRM’s should
contact the FAA’s Office of Rulemaking,
(202) 267-9677, to request a copy of
Advisory Circular No. 11-2A, Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking distribution
System, which describes the application
procedure.

The Proposal

The FAA is considering an
amendment to Title 14, Code of Federal
Regulations (14 CFR) part 71 to amend
Class E airspace extending upward from
700 feet above the surface to support
new standard instrument approach
procedures developed at Oconee County
Regional Airport, Clemson, SC. Airspace
reconfiguration is necessary for
continued safety and management of
IFR operations at the airport. Also, the
airport name would be changed from
Clemson-Oconee County Airport to
Oconee County Regional Airport.

Class E airspace designations are
published in Paragraph 6005 of FAA
Order 7400.9U, dated August 18, 2010,
and effective September 15, 2010, which
is incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1. The Class E airspace designation
listed in this document will be
published subsequently in the Order.

The FAA has determined that this
proposed regulation only involves an
established body of technical
regulations for which frequent and
routine amendments are necessary to
keep them operationally current. It,
therefore, (1) is not a “‘significant
regulatory action”” under Executive
Order 12866; (2) is not a “‘significant
rule” under DOT Regulatory Policies
and Procedures (44 FR 11034; February
26, 1979); and (3) does not warrant
preparation of a Regulatory Evaluation
as the anticipated impact is so minimal.
Since this is a routine matter that will
only affect air traffic procedures and air
navigation, it is certified that this
proposed rule, when promulgated,
would not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small

entities under the criteria of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act.

The FAA’s authority to issue rules
regarding aviation safety is found in
Title 49 of the United States Code.
Subtitle I, Section 106 describes the
authority of the FAA Administrator.
Subtitle VII, Aviation Programs,
describes in more detail the scope of the
agency’s authority. This proposed
rulemaking is promulgated under the
authority described in Subtitle VII, Part,
A, Subpart I, Section 40103. Under that
section, the FAA is charged with
prescribing regulations to assign the use
of airspace necessary to ensure the
safety of aircraft and the efficient use of
airspace. This proposed regulation is
within the scope of that authority as it
would amend Class E airspace at
Oconee County Regional Airport,
Clemson, SC.

Lists of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

The Proposed Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
proposes to amend 14 CFR part 71 as
follows:

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
B, C, D, AND E AIRSPACE AREAS; AIR
TRAFFIC SERVICE ROUTES; AND
REPORTING POINTS

1. The authority citation for part 71
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g); 40103, 40113,
40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959—
1963 Comp., p. 389.

§71.1 [Amended]

2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of Federal Aviation
Administration Order 7400.9U,
Airspace Designations and Reporting
Points, dated August 18, 2010, effective
September 15, 2010, is amended as
follows:

Paragraph 6005 Class E airspace areas
extending upward from 700 feet or more
above the surface of the earth.

* * * * *

ASO SCE5 Clemson, SC [AMENDED]
Oconee County Regional Airport, SC
(Lat. 34°40"19” N., long. 82°53'12” W.)
That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 7.5-mile
radius of Oconee County Regional Airport.
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Issued in College Park, Georgia, on June 27,
2011.

Barry A. Knight,

Acting Manager, Operations Support Group,
Eastern Service Center, Air Traffic
Organization.

[FR Doc. 2011-16655 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71

[Docket No. FAA-2011-0243; Airspace
Docket No. 11-ANE-12]

Proposed Amendment of Class E
Airspace; Burlington, VT
AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This action proposes to
amend Class E Airspace at Burlington,
VT, to accommodate the additional
airspace needed for the Standard
Instrument Approach Procedures
developed for Burlington International
Airport. This action shall enhance the
safety and airspace management of
Instrument Flight Rules (IFR) operations
at the airport. This action also shall
make a minor adjustment to the
geographic coordinates of the airport.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before August 15, 2011.

ADDRESSES: Send comments on this rule
to: U. S. Department of Transportation,
Docket Operations, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue, SE., Washington, DC 20590—
0001; Telephone: 1-800—-647-5527; Fax:
202-493-2251. You must identify the
Docket Number FAA- 2011-0243;
Airspace Docket No. 11-ANE-12, at the
beginning of your comments. You may
also submit and review received
comments through the Internet at
http://www.regulations.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: John
Fornito, Operations Support Group,
Eastern Service Center, Federal Aviation
Administration, P.O. Box 20636,
Atlanta, Georgia 30320; telephone (404)
305-6364.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
comment on this rule by submitting
such written data, views, or arguments,
as they may desire. Comments that
provide the factual basis supporting the
views and suggestions presented are
particularly helpful in developing
reasoned regulatory decisions on the

proposal. Comments are specifically
invited on the overall regulatory,
aeronautical, economic, environmental,
and energy-related aspects of the
proposal.

Communications should identify both
docket numbers (FAA Docket No. FAA—
2011-0243; Airspace Docket No. 11—
ANE-12) and be submitted in triplicate
to the Docket Management System (see
ADDRESSES section for address and
phone number). You may also submit
comments through the Internet at
http://www.regulations.gov.

Annotators wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
on this action must submit with those
comments a self-addressed stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: “Comments to
Docket No. FAA—-2011-0243; Airspace
Docket No. 11-ANE—-12.” The postcard
will be date/time stamped and returned
to the commenter.

All communications received before
the specified closing date for comments
will be considered before taking action
on the proposed rule. The proposal
contained in this notice may be changed
in light of the comments received. A
report summarizing each substantive
public contact with FAA personnel
concerned with this rulemaking will be
filed in the docket.

Availability of NPRMs

An electronic copy of this document
may be downloaded from and
comments submitted through http://
www.regulations.gov. Recently
published rulemaking documents can
also be accessed through the FAA’s Web
page at http://www.faa.gov/
airports_airtraffic/air_traffic/
publications/airspace_amendments/.

You may review the public docket
containing the proposal, any comments
received and any final disposition in
person in the Dockets Office (see the
ADDRESSES section for address and
phone number) between 9 a.m. and
5 p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal Holidays. An informal docket
may also be examined during normal
business hours at the office of the
Eastern Service Center, Federal Aviation
Administration, room 210, 1701
Columbia Avenue, College Park, Georgia
30337.

Persons interested in being placed on
a mailing list for future NPRMs should
contact the FAA’s Office of Rulemaking,
(202) 267-9677, to request a copy of
Advisory Circular No. 11-2A, Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking distribution
System, which describes the application
procedure.

The Proposal

The FAA is considering an
amendment to Title 14, Code of Federal
Regulations (14 CFR) part 71 to amend
Class E airspace at Burlington, VT to
provide additional controlled airspace
required to support standard instrument
approach procedures at Burlington
International Airport. The existing Class
E surface area airspace and Class E
airspace designated as an extension
would be amended for the safety and
management of IFR operations at the
airport. The geographic coordinates for
Burlington International Airport in all
Class E airspace areas also would be
adjusted to be in concert with the FAAs
aeronautical database.

Class E airspace designations are
published in Paragraph 6002, 6003, and
6005, respectively, of FAA Order
7400.9U, dated August 18, 2010, and
effective September 15, 2010, which is
incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1. The Class E airspace designations
listed in this document will be
published subsequently in the Order.

The FAA has determined that this
proposed regulation only involves an
established body of technical
regulations for which frequent and
routine amendments are necessary to
keep them operationally current. It,
therefore, (1) is not a “significant
regulatory action” under Executive
Order 12866; (2) is not a “‘significant
rule” under DOT Regulatory Policies
and Procedures (44 FR 11034; February
26, 1979); and (3) does not warrant
preparation of a Regulatory Evaluation
as the anticipated impact is so minimal.
Since this is a routine matter that will
only affect air traffic procedures and air
navigation, it is certified that this
proposed rule, when promulgated,
would not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities under the criteria of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act.

The FAA’s authority to issue rules
regarding aviation safety is found in
Title 49 of the United States Code.
Subtitle I, Section 106 describes the
authority of the FAA Administrator.
Subtitle VII, Aviation Programs,
describes in more detail the scope of the
agency’s authority. This proposed
rulemaking is promulgated under the
authority described in Subtitle VII, Part,
A, Subpart I, Section 40103. Under that
section, the FAA is charged with
prescribing regulations to assign the use
of airspace necessary to ensure the
safety of aircraft and the efficient use of
airspace. This proposed regulation is
within the scope of that authority as it
would amend Class E airspace at
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Burlington International Airport,
Burlington, VT.

Lists of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

The Proposed Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
proposes to amend 14 CFR part 71 as
follows:

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
B, C, D, AND E AIRSPACE AREAS; AIR
TRAFFIC SERVICE ROUTES; AND
REPORTING POINTS

1. The authority citation for part 71
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g); 40103, 40113,
40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959—
1963 Comp., p. 389.

§71.1 [Amended]

2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of Federal Aviation
Administration Order 7400.9U,
Airspace Designations and Reporting
Points, dated August 18, 2010, and
effective September 15, 2010, is
amended as follows:

Paragraph 6002 Class E airspace designated
as surface areas.
* * * * *

ANE VT E2 Burlington, VT [Amended]

Burlington International Airport, VT

(Lat. 44°28’19” N., long. 73°0912” W.)

Burlington, VORTAC

(Lat. 44°23’50” N., long. 73°10'57” W.)

That airspace extending upward from the
surface within a 5-mile radius of Burlington
International Airport, and within 2.4 miles
each side of the Burlington VORTAC 201°
radial extending from the 5-mile radius of the
airport to 7 miles southwest of the Burlington
VORTAC, and within 1.8 miles each side of
the Burlington International Airport 302°
bearing extending from the 5-mile radius of
the airport to 5.4 miles northwest of the
airport, and within 4 miles each side of the
Burlington International Airport 131° bearing
extending from the 5-mile radius to 16 miles
southeast of the airport. This Class E airspace
is effective during the specific dates and
times established in advance by a Notice to
Airmen. The effective date and time will
thereafter be continuously published in the
Airport/Facility Directory.

* * * * *

Paragraph 6003 Class E airspace areas
designated as an extension.
* * * * *

ANE VT E3 Burlington, VT [Amended]

Burlington International Airport, VT
(Lat. 44°28’19” N., long. 73°09'12” W.)
Burlington, VORTAC
(Lat. 44°23’50” N., long. 73°10’57” W.)

That airspace extending upward from the
surface within 2.4 miles on each side of the
Burlington VORTAC 201° radial extending
from a 5-mile radius of the airport to 7 miles
southwest of the Burlington VORTAG, and
within 1.8 miles each side of the Burlington
International Airport 302° bearing extending
from the 5-mile radius of the airport to 5.4
miles northwest of the airport and within 4
miles each side of the Burlington
International Airport 131° bearing extending
from the 5-mile radius of the airport to 16
miles southeast of the airport.

* * * * *

Paragraph 6005 Class E airspace areas
extending upward from 700 feet or more
above the surface of the earth.

* * * * *

ANE VT E5 Burlington, VT [Amended]
Burlington International Airport, VT

(Lat. 44°28’19” N., long. 73°09'12” W.)

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 23-mile radius
of Burlington International Airport;
excluding that airspace within the
Plattsburgh, NY, Class E airspace area.

Issued in College Park, Georgia, on June 23,
2011.

Mark D. Ward,

Manager, Operations Support Group, Eastern
Service Center, Air Traffic Organization.

[FR Doc. 2011-16663 Filed 6—-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71

[Docket No. FAA-2011-0369; Airspace
Docket No. 11-AEA-07]

Proposed Establishment of Class E
Airspace; Wilkes-Barre, PA

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This action proposes to
establish Class E Airspace at Wilkes-
Barre, PA, to accommodate new
Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures at Wilkes-Barre Wyoming
Valley Airport. This action would
enhance the safety and airspace
management of Instrument Flight Rules
(IFR) operations at the airport.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before August 15, 2011.

ADDRESSES: Send comments on this rule
to: U.S. Department of Transportation,
Docket Operations, West Building
Ground Floor, Room W12-140, 1200
New Jersey Avenue, SE., Washington,
DC 20590-0001; Telephone: 1-800—

647-5527; Fax: 202—493-2251. You
must identify the Docket Number FAA—
2011-0369; Airspace Docket No. 11—
AEA-07, at the beginning of your
comments. You may also submit and
review received comments through the
Internet at http://www.regulations.gov.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: John
Fornito, Operations Support Group,
Eastern Service Center, Federal Aviation
Administration, P.O. Box 20636,
Atlanta, Georgia 30320; telephone (404)
305—-6364.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
comment on this rule by submitting
such written data, views, or arguments,
as they may desire. Comments that
provide the factual basis supporting the
views and suggestions presented are
particularly helpful in developing
reasoned regulatory decisions on the
proposal. Comments are specifically
invited on the overall regulatory,
aeronautical, economic, environmental,
and energy-related aspects of the
proposal.

Communications should identify both
docket numbers (FAA Docket No. FAA—
2011-0369; Airspace Docket No. 11—
AEA—07) and be submitted in triplicate
to the Docket Management System (see
ADDRESSES section for address and
phone number). You may also submit
comments through the Internet at http://
www.regulations.gov.

Annotators wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
on this action must submit with those
comments a self-addressed stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: “Comments to
Docket No. FAA-2011-0369; Airspace
Docket No. 11-AEA-07.” The postcard
will be date/time stamped and returned
to the commenter.

All communications received before
the specified closing date for comments
will be considered before taking action
on the proposed rule. The proposal
contained in this notice may be changed
in light of the comments received. A
report summarizing each substantive
public contact with FAA personnel
concerned with this rulemaking will be
filed in the docket.

Availability of NPRMs

An electronic copy of this document
may be downloaded from and
comments submitted through http://
www.regulations.gov. Recently
published rulemaking documents can
also be accessed through the FAA’s Web
page at http://www.faa.gov/
airports_airtraffic/air traffic/
publications/airspace_amendments/.
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You may review the public docket
containing the proposal, any comments
received and any final disposition in
person in the Dockets Office (see the
ADDRESSES section for address and
phone number) between 9 a.m. and
5 p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal Holidays. An informal docket
may also be examined during normal
business hours at the office of the
Eastern Service Center, Federal Aviation
Administration, Room 210, 1701
Columbia Avenue, College Park, Georgia
30337.

Persons interested in being placed on
a mailing list for future NPRMs should
contact the FAA’s Office of Rulemaking,
(202) 267-9677, to request a copy of
Advisory Circular No. 11-2A, Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking distribution
System, which describes the application
procedure.

The Proposal

The FAA is considering an
amendment to Title 14, Code of Federal
Regulations (14 CFR) part 71 to establish
Class E airspace at Wilkes-Barre, PA
providing the controlled airspace
required to support the new RNAV GPS
standard instrument approach
procedures for Wilkes-Barre Wyoming
Valley Airport. Controlled airspace
extending upward from 700 feet above
the surface would be established for the
safety and management of IFR
operations at the airport.

Class E airspace designations are
published in Paragraph 6005 of FAA
Order 7400.9U, dated August 18, 2010,
and effective September 15, 2010, which
is incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1. The Class E airspace designation
listed in this document will be
published subsequently in the Order.

The FAA has determined that this
proposed regulation only involves an
established body of technical
regulations for which frequent and
routine amendments are necessary to
keep them operationally current. It,
therefore, (1) is not a “significant
regulatory action” under Executive
Order 12866; (2) is not a “‘significant
rule” under DOT Regulatory Policies
and Procedures (44 FR 11034; February
26, 1979); and (3) does not warrant
preparation of a Regulatory Evaluation
as the anticipated impact is so minimal.
Since this is a routine matter that will
only affect air traffic procedures and air
navigation, it is certified that this
proposed rule, when promulgated,
would not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities under the criteria of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act.

The FAA’s authority to issue rules
regarding aviation safety is found in

Title 49 of the United States Code.
Subtitle I, Section 106 describes the
authority of the FAA Administrator.
Subtitle VII, Aviation Programs,
describes in more detail the scope of the
agency’s authority. This proposed
rulemaking is promulgated under the
authority described in Subtitle VII, Part
A, Subpart I, Section 40103. Under that
section, the FAA is charged with
prescribing regulations to assign the use
of airspace necessary to ensure the
safety of aircraft and the efficient use of
airspace. This proposed regulation is
within the scope of that authority as it
would establish Class E airspace at
Wilkes-Barre Wyoming Valley Airport,
Wilkes-Barre, PA.

Lists of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

The Proposed Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
proposes to amend 14 CFR part 71 as
follows:

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
B, C, D, AND E AIRSPACE AREAS; AIR
TRAFFIC SERVICE ROUTES; AND
REPORTING POINTS

1. The authority citation for part 71
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g); 40103, 40113,
40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959—
1963 Comp., p. 389.

§71.1 [Amended]

2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of Federal Aviation
Administration Order 7400.9U,
Airspace Designations and Reporting
Points, dated August 18, 2010, effective
September 15, 2010, is amended as
follows:

Paragraph 6005 Class E airspace areas
extending upward from 700 feet or more
above the surface of the earth.

* * * * *

AEA PA E5 Wilkes-Barre, PA [New]
Wilkes-Barre Wyoming Valley Airport

(Lat. 41°17’50” N., long. 75°51°09” W.)

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within an 11.6-mile
radius of Wilkes-Barre Wyoming Valley
Airport.

Issued in College Park, Georgia, on June 27,
2011.

Barry A. Knight,

Acting Manager, Operations Support Group,
Eastern Service Center, Air Traffic
Organization.

[FR Doc. 2011-16664 Filed 6—30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 165
[Docket No. USCG-2011-0575]
RIN 1625-AA00

Safety Zone; Swim Around Charleston,
Charleston, SC

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard proposes to
establish a temporary moving safety
zone during the Swim Around
Charleston, a swimming race occurring
on waters of the Wando River, the
Cooper River, Charleston Harbor, and
the Ashley River, in Charleston, South
Carolina. The Swim Around Charleston
is scheduled to take place on Sunday,
October 23, 2011. The temporary safety
zone is necessary for the safety of the
swimmers, participant vessels,
spectators, and the general public
during the event. Persons and vessels
would be prohibited from entering,
transiting through, anchoring in, or
remaining within the safety zone unless
authorized by the Captain of the Port
Charleston or a designated
representative.

DATES: Comments and related material
must be received by the Coast Guard on
or before August 19, 2011. Requests for
public meetings must be received by the
Coast Guard on or before July 28, 2011.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
identified by docket number USCG—
2011-0575 using any one of the
following methods:

(1) Federal eRulemaking Portal:
http://www.regulations.gov.

(2) Fax: 202—493-2251.

(3) Mail: Docket Management Facility
(M-30), U.S. Department of
Transportation, West Building Ground
Floor, Room W12-140, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue, SE., Washington, DC 20590—
0001.

(4) Hand delivery: Same as mail
address above, between 9 a.m. and
5 p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays. The telephone number
is 202—-366—9329.

To avoid duplication, please use only
one of these four methods. See the
“Public Participation and Request for
Comments” portion of the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section
below for instructions on submitting
comments.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you have questions on this proposed
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rule, call or e-mail Chief Warrant Officer
Robert B. Wilson, Sector Charleston
Office of Waterways Management, Coast
Guard; telephone 843-740-3180, e-mail
Robert.B.Wilson@uscg.mil. If you have
questions on viewing or submitting
material to the docket, call Renee V.
Wright, Program Manager, Docket
Operations, telephone 202—-366—9826.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Public Participation and Request for
Comments

We encourage you to participate in
this rulemaking by submitting
comments and related materials. All
comments received will be posted
without change to http://
www.regulations.gov and will include
any personal information you have
provided.

Submitting Comments

If you submit a comment, please
include the docket number for this
rulemaking (USCG-2011-0575),
indicate the specific section of this
document to which each comment
applies, and provide a reason for each
suggestion or recommendation. You
may submit your comments and
material online (via http://
www.regulations.gov) or by fax, mail, or
hand delivery, but please use only one
of these means. If you submit a
comment online via http://
www.regulations.gov, it will be
considered received by the Coast Guard
when you successfully transmit the
comment. If you fax, hand deliver, or
mail your comment, it will be
considered as having been received by
the Coast Guard when it is received at
the Docket Management Facility. We
recommend that you include your name
and a mailing address, an e-mail
address, or a telephone number in the
body of your document so that we can
contact you if we have questions
regarding your submission.

To submit your comment online, go to
http://www.regulations.gov, click on the
“submit a comment” box, which will
then become highlighted in blue. In the
“Document Type” drop down menu
select ‘“Proposed Rule” and insert
“USCG-2011-0575" in the “Keyword”
box. Click “Search” then click on the
balloon shape in the “Actions” column.
If you submit your comments by mail or
hand delivery, submit them in an
unbound format, no larger than 8- by
11 inches, suitable for copying and
electronic filing. If you submit
comments by mail and would like to
know that they reached the Facility,
please enclose a stamped, self-addressed
postcard or envelope. We will consider
all comments and material received

during the comment period and may
change the rule based on your
comments.

Viewing Comments and Documents

To view comments, as well as
documents mentioned in this preamble
as being available in the docket, go to
http://www.regulations.gov, click on the
“read comments” box, which will then
become highlighted in blue. In the
“Keyword” box insert “USCG—-2011—
0575 and click “Search.” Click the
“Open Docket Folder” in the “Actions”
column. You may also visit the Docket
Management Facility in Room W12-140
on the ground floor of the Department
of Transportation West Building, 1200
New Jersey Avenue, SE., Washington,
DC 20590, between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except Federal
holidays. We have an agreement with
the Department of Transportation to use
the Docket Management Facility.

Privacy Act

Anyone can search the electronic
form of comments received into any of
our dockets by the name of the
individual submitting the comment (or
signing the comment, if submitted on
behalf of an association, business, labor
union, etc.). You may review a Privacy
Act notice regarding our public dockets
in the January 17, 2008, issue of the
Federal Register (73 FR 3316).

Public Meeting

We do not now plan to hold a public
meeting. But you may submit a request
for one on or before July 28, 2011 using
one of the four methods specified under
ADDRESSES. Please explain why you
believe a public meeting would be
beneficial. If we determine that one
would aid this rulemaking, we will hold
one at a time and place announced by
a later notice in the Federal Register.

Basis and Purpose

The legal basis for the rule is the
Coast Guard’s authority to establish
regulated navigation areas and other
limited access areas: 33 U.S.C. 1226,
1231; 46 U.S.C. Chapter 701, 3306,
3703; 50 U.S.C. 191, 195; 33 CFR 1.05—
1, 6.04—1, 6.04—6, 160.5; Pub. L. 107—
295, 116 Stat. 2064; Department of
Homeland Security Delegation No.
0170.1.

The purpose of the rule is to ensure
the safety of the swimmers, participant
vessels, spectators, and the general
public during the Swim Around
Charleston.

Discussion of Proposed Rule

On Sunday, October 23, 2011, the
Swim Around Charleston is scheduled

to take place on the waters of the Wando
River, the Cooper River, Charleston
Harbor, and the Ashley River, in
Charleston, South Carolina. The Swim
Around Charleston will consist of a 10
mile swim that starts at Remley’s Point
on the Wando River, crosses the main
shipping channel of Charleston Harbor,
and finishes at the General William B.
Westmoreland Bridge on the Ashley
River.

The proposed rule would establish a
temporary moving safety zone of a 75-
yard radius around the Swim Around
Charleston participant vessels that are
officially associated with the swim on
the waters of the Wando River, the
Cooper River, Charleston Harbor, and
the Ashley River, in Charleston, South
Carolina. The temporary safety zone
would be enforced from 10 a.m. until
4 p.m. on October 23, 2011. Persons and
vessels would be prohibited from
entering, transiting through, anchoring
in, or remaining within the safety zone
unless specifically authorized by the
Captain of the Port Charleston or a
designated representative. Persons and
vessels would be able to request
authorization to enter, transit through,
anchor in, or remain within the safety
zone by contacting the Captain of the
Port Charleston by telephone at 843—
740-7050, or a designated
representative via VHF radio on channel
16.

Regulatory Analyses

We developed this proposed rule after
considering numerous statutes and
executive orders related to rulemaking.
Below we summarize our analyses
based on 13 of these statutes or
executive orders.

Executive Order 12866 and Executive
Order 13563

This rule is not a significant
regulatory action under section 3(f) of
Executive Order 12866, Regulatory
Planning and Review, as supplemented
by Executive Order 13563, and does not
require an assessment of potential costs
and benefits under section 6(a)(3) of that
Order. The Office of Management and
Budget has not reviewed it under that
Order.

The economic impact of this rule is
not significant for the following reasons:
(1) The safety zone would only be
enforced for a total of six hours; (2) the
safety zone would move with the
participant vessels so that once the
swimmers clear a portion of the
waterway, the safety zone would no
longer be enforced in that portion of the
waterway; (3) although persons and
vessels would not be able to enter,
transit through, anchor in, or remain
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within the safety zone without
authorization from the Captain of the
Port Charleston or a designated
representative, they would be able to
operate in the surrounding area during
the enforcement period; (4) persons and
vessels would still be able to enter,
transit through, anchor in, or remain
within the safety zone if authorized by
the Captain of the Port Charleston or a
designated representative; and (5) the
Coast Guard would provide advance
notification of the safety zone to the
local maritime community by Local
Notice to Mariners and Broadcast Notice
to Mariners.

Small Entities

Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act
(5 U.S.C. 601-612), we have considered
whether this proposed rule would have
a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
The term ““small entities” comprises
small businesses, not-for-profit
organizations that are independently
owned and operated and are not
dominant in their fields, and
governmental jurisdictions with
populations of less than 50,000.

The Coast Guard certifies under 5
U.S.C. 605(b) that this proposed rule
would not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities. This rule may affect the
following entities, some of which may
be small entities: The owners or
operators of vessels intending to enter,
transit through, anchor in, or remain
within that portion of the Wando River,
the Cooper River, Charleston Harbor,
and the Ashley River in Charleston,
South Carolina encompassed within the
safety zone from 10 a.m. until 4 p.m. on
October 23, 2011. For the reasons
discussed in the Executive Order 12866
and Executive Order 13563 section
above, this proposed rule would not
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities.

If you think that your business,
organization, or governmental
jurisdiction qualifies as a small entity
and that this rule would have a
significant economic impact on it,
please submit a comment (see
ADDRESSES) explaining why you think it
qualifies and how and to what degree
this rule would economically affect it.

Assistance for Small Entities

Under section 213(a) of the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996 (Pub. L. 104-121),
we want to assist small entities in
understanding this proposed rule so that
they can better evaluate its effects on
them and participate in the rulemaking.
If the rule would affect your small

business, organization, or governmental
jurisdiction and you have questions
concerning its provisions or options for
compliance, please contact Chief
Warrant Officer Robert B. Wilson, Sector
Charleston Office of Waterways
Management, Coast Guard; telephone
843-740-3180, e-mail
Robert.B.Wilson@uscg.mil. The Coast
Guard will not retaliate against small
entities that question or complain about
this proposed rule or any policy or
action of the Coast Guard.

Collection of Information

This proposed rule would call for no
new collection of information under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. 3501-3520).

Federalism

A rule has implications for federalism
under Executive Order 13132,
Federalism, if it has a substantial direct
effect on State or local governments and
would either preempt State law or
impose a substantial direct cost of
compliance on them. We have analyzed
this proposed rule under that Order and
have determined that it does not have
implications for federalism.

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1531-1538) requires
Federal agencies to assess the effects of
their discretionary regulatory actions. In
particular, the Act addresses actions
that may result in the expenditure by a
State, local, or Tribal government, in the
aggregate, or by the private sector of
$100,000,000 or more in any one year.
Though this proposed rule would not
result in such an expenditure, we do
discuss the effects of this rule elsewhere
in this preamble.

Taking of Private Property

This proposed rule would not effect a
taking of private property or otherwise
have taking implications under
Executive Order 12630, Governmental
Actions and Interference with
Constitutionally Protected Property
Rights.

Civil Justice Reform

This proposed rule meets applicable
standards in sections 3(a) and 3(b)(2) of
Executive Order 12988, Civil Justice
Reform, to minimize litigation,
eliminate ambiguity, and reduce
burden.

Protection of Children

We have analyzed this proposed rule
under Executive Order 13045,
Protection of Children from
Environmental Health Risks and Safety

Risks. This rule is not an economically
significant rule and would not create an
environmental risk to health or risk to
safety that might disproportionately
affect children.

Indian Tribal Governments

This proposed rule does not have
Tribal implications under Executive
Order 13175, Consultation and
Coordination with Indian Tribal
Governments, because it would not have
a substantial direct effect on one or
more Indian Tribes, on the relationship
between the Federal Government and
Indian Tribes, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities between the
Federal Government and Indian Tribes.

Energy Effects

We have analyzed this proposed rule
under Executive Order 13211, Actions
Concerning Regulations That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution, or Use. We have
determined that it is not a “significant
energy action” under that order because
it is not a ““significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866 and is not
likely to have a significant adverse effect
on the supply, distribution, or use of
energy. The Administrator of the Office
of Information and Regulatory Affairs
has not designated it as a significant
energy action. Therefore, it does not
require a Statement of Energy Effects
under Executive Order 13211.

Technical Standards

The National Technology Transfer
and Advancement Act (NTTAA) (15
U.S.C. 272 note) directs agencies to use
voluntary consensus standards in their
regulatory activities unless the agency
provides Congress, through the Office of
Management and Budget, with an
explanation of why using these
standards would be inconsistent with
applicable law or otherwise impractical.
Voluntary consensus standards are
technical standards (e.g., specifications
of materials, performance, design, or
operation; test methods; sampling
procedures; and related management
systems practices) that are developed or
adopted by voluntary consensus
standards bodies.

This proposed rule does not use
technical standards. Therefore, we did
not consider the use of voluntary
consensus standards.

Environment

We have analyzed this proposed rule
under Department of Homeland
Security Management Directive 023-01
and Commandant Instruction
M16475.1D, which guide the Coast
Guard in complying with the National
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Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(NEPA) (42 U.S.C. 4321-4370f), and
have made a preliminary determination
that this action is one of a category of
actions that do not individually or
cumulatively have a significant effect on
the human environment. A preliminary
environmental analysis checklist
supporting this determination is
available in the docket where indicated
under ADDRESSES. This proposed rule
involves establishing a temporary
moving safety zone as described in
figure 2—1, paragraph (34)(g), of the
Instruction. We seek any comments or
information that may lead to the
discovery of a significant environmental
impact from this proposed rule.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165

Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation
(water), Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Security measures,
Waterways.

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Coast Guard proposes to
amend 33 CFR part 165 as follows:

PART 165—REGULATED NAVIGATION
AREAS AND LIMITED ACCESS AREAS

1. The authority citation for part 165
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1226, 1231; 46 U.S.C.
Chapter 701, 3306, 3703; 50 U.S.C. 191, 195;
33 CFR 1.05-1, 6.04—1, 6.04—6, 160.5; Pub. L.
107-295, 116 Stat. 2064; Department of
Homeland Security Delegation No. 0170.1.

2. Add a temporary § 165.T07-0575 to
read as follows:

§165.T07-0575 Safety Zone; Swim Around
Charleston, Charleston, SC.

(a) Regulated Area. The following
regulated area is a moving safety zone:
All waters within a 75-yard radius
around Swim Around Charleston
participant vessels that are officially
associated with the swim. The Swim
Around Charleston swimming race
consists of a 10-mile course that starts
at Remley’s Point on the Wando River
in approximate position 32°48"49” N,
79°54’27” W, crosses the main shipping
channel of Charleston Harbor, and
finishes at the General William B.
Westmoreland Bridge on the Ashley
River in approximate position 32°50°14”
N, 80°01’23” W. All coordinates are
North American Datum 1983.

(b) Definition. The term ““designated
representative” means Coast Guard
Patrol Commanders, including Coast
Guard coxswains, petty officers, and
other officers operating Coast Guard
vessels, and Federal, state, and local
officers designated by or assisting the

Captain of the Port Charleston in the
enforcement of the regulated area.

(c) Regulations. (1) All persons and
vessels are prohibited from entering,
transiting through, anchoring in, or
remaining within the regulated area
unless authorized by the Captain of the
Port Charleston or a designated
representative.

(2) Persons and vessels desiring to
enter, transit through, anchor in, or
remain within the regulated area may
contact the Captain of the Port
Charleston by telephone at 843—-740—
7050, or a designated representative via
VHF radio on channel 16, to request
authorization. If authorization to enter,
transit through, anchor in, or remain
within the regulated area is granted by
the Captain of the Port Charleston or a
designated representative, all persons
and vessels receiving such authorization
must comply with the instructions of
the Captain of the Port Charleston or a
designated representative.

(3) The Coast Guard will provide
notice of the regulated area by Local
Notice to Mariners, Broadcast Notice to
Mariners, and on-scene designated
representatives.

(d) Effective Date. This rule is
effective from 10 a.m. until 4 p.m. on
October 23, 2011.

Dated: June 21, 2011.
M.F. White,

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain of the
Port Charleston.

[FR Doc. 2011-16541 Filed 6-30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9110-04-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52
[EPA-R09-OAR-2011-0383; FRL-9428-1]
Revisions to the California State

Implementation Plan, Antelope Valley
Air Quality Management District

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to approve
revisions to the Antelope Valley Air
Quality Management District
(AVAQMD) portion of the California
State Implementation Plan (SIP). These
revisions concern negative declarations
for volatile organic compound (VOC)
source categories for the AVAQMD. We
are proposing to approve these negative
declarations under the Clean Air Act as
amended in 1990 (CAA or the Act).

DATES: Any comments on this proposal
must arrive by August 1, 2011.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments,
identified by docket number EPA-R09-
OAR-2011-0383, by one of the
following methods:

1. Federal eRulemaking Portal:
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
on-line instructions.

2. E-mail: steckel.andrew@epa.gov.

3. Mail or deliver: Andrew Steckel
(Air-4), U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency Region IX, 75 Hawthorne Street,
San Francisco, CA 94105-3901.

Instructions: All comments will be
included in the public docket without
change and may be made available
online at http://www.regulations.gov,
including any personal information
provided, unless the comment includes
Confidential Business Information (CBI)
or other information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. Information that
you consider CBI or otherwise protected
should be clearly identified as such and
should not be submitted through http://
www.regulations.gov or e-mail. http://
www.regulations.gov is an “anonymous
access” system, and EPA will not know
your identity or contact information
unless you provide it in the body of
your comment. If you send e-mail
directly to EPA, your e-mail address
will be automatically captured and
included as part of the public comment.
If EPA cannot read your comment due
to technical difficulties and cannot
contact you for clarification, EPA may
not be able to consider your comment.
Electronic files should avoid the use of
special characters, any form of
encryption, and be free of any defects or
viruses.

Docket: The index to the docket for
this action is available electronically at
http://www.regulations.gov and in hard
copy at EPA Region IX, 75 Hawthorne
Street, San Francisco, California. While
all documents in the docket are listed in
the index, some information may be
publicly available only at the hard copy
location (e.g., copyrighted material), and
some may not be publicly available in
either location (e.g., CBI). To inspect the
hard copy materials, please schedule an
appointment during normal business
hours with the contact listed in the FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT section.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Cynthia Allen, EPA Region IX, (415)
947-4120, allen.cynthia@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This

proposal addresses the following
negative declarations listed in Table I:
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TABLE 1—SUBMITTED NEGATIVE DECLARATIONS

Local agency Title Adopted Submitted
AVAQMD Large Appliances, Surface Coating ...........cccccviiiiiiiiiiiiiiic s 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD Wood Furniture Surface Coating 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD Gasoling BUIK PIANTS ........couiiiiiiiiiieiiee et 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD Equipment Leaks from Natural Gas/Gasoline Processing Plants ...........cccccocevvnnenee. 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD Leaks from Petroleum Refinery Equipment ............cccccoeciiniiiiienns 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD Air Oxidation Processes (SOCMI) ........ccccoevenee. 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD Reactor and Distillation Processes (SOCMI) .............. 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD Tank Truck Gasoline Loading Terminals > 76,000 L ..... 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD Manufacture of Synthesized Pharmaceutical Products .. 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD Manufacture of Pneumatic Rubber Tires ........ccccooeiinnieniniineeene e 09/19/0 01/31/07
AVAQMD Manufacture of High Density Polyethylene, Polypropylene and Polystyrene ............... 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD Equipment used in Synthetic Organic Chemical Polymers and Resin Manufacturing 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD Refinery Vacuum-Producing Systems, Wastewater Separators and Process Unit 09/19/06 01/31/07

Turnarounds.
AVAQMD Magnetic Wire Coating Operations ............ccccoiiiiiiiiiiniiiieie e 09/19/06 01/31/07
AVAQMD Ship Repair Operations ..........cccceceverveererieneneenennens 10/19/10 01/07/11
AVAQMD Storage of Petroleum Liquids in Fixed Roof Tanks ..........cccccooiiiiiiiiiiiiniiiiciecs 10/19/10 01/07/11
AVAQMD Petroleum Liquid Storage in External Floating Roof Tanks ..........cccccceviveriiniennennnn 10/19/10 01/07/11

In the Rules and Regulations section
of this Federal Register, we are
approving these negative declarations in
a direct final action without prior
proposal because we believe these
negative declarations are not
controversial. If we receive adverse
comments, however, we will publish a
timely withdrawal of the direct final
rule and address the comments in
subsequent action based on this
proposed rule. Please note that if we
receive adverse comment on an
amendment, paragraph, or section of
this rule and if that provision may be
severed from the remainder of the rule,
we may adopt as final those provisions
of the rule that are not the subject of an
adverse comment.

We do not plan to open a second
comment period, so anyone interested
in commenting should do so at this
time. If we do not receive adverse
comments, no further activity is
planned. For further information, please
see the direct final action.

Dated: June 14, 2011.
Jared Blumenfeld,
Regional Administrator, Region IX.
[FR Doc. 2011-16482 Filed 6—-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Parts 60 and 63

[EPA-HQ-OAR-2009-0234; EPA-HQ-OAR-
2011-0044, FRL-9427-4]

RIN 2060-AP52

Proposed National Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
From Coal- and Oil-Fired Electric Utility
Steam Generating Units and Standards
of Performance for Fossil-Fuel-Fired
Electric Utility, Industrial-Commercial-
Institutional, and Small Industrial-
Commercial-Institutional Steam
Generating Units; Extension of
Comment Period

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Proposed rule; extension of
public comment period.

SUMMARY: The EPA is announcing that
the period for providing public
comments on the May 3, 2011, Proposed
National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants from Coal-
and Qil-fired Electric Utility Steam
Generating Units and Standards of
Performance for Fossil-Fuel-Fired
Electric Utility, Industrial-Commercial-
Institutional, and Small Industrial-
Commercial-Institutional Steam
Generating Units is being extended for
30 days.

DATES: Comments. The public comment
period for the proposed rule published
May 3, 2011 (76 FR 24976) is being
extended for 30 days to August 4, 2011,
in order to provide the public additional
time to submit comments and
supporting information.

ADDRESSES: Comments. Written
comments on the proposed rule may be

submitted to EPA electronically, by
mail, by facsimile, or through hand
delivery/courier. Please refer to the
proposal for the addresses and detailed
instructions.

Docket. Publicly available documents
relevant to this action are available for
public inspection either electronically
in http://www.regulations.gov or in hard
copy at the EPA Docket Center, Room
3334, 1301 Constitution Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC. The Public Reading
Room is open from 8:30 a.m. to 4:30
p.m., Monday through Friday, excluding
legal holidays. A reasonable fee may be
charged for copying.

Worldwide Web. The EPA Web sites
for this rulemaking are are at: http://
www.epa.gov/airquality/
powerplanttoxics/actions.html or http://
www.epa.gov/ttn/atw/utility/
utilitypg.html.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
the national emission standards for
hazardous air pollutants (NESHAP)
action: Mr. William Maxwell, Energy
Strategies Group, Sector Policies and
Programs Division, (D243-01), Office of
Air Quality Planning and Standards,
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Research Triangle Park, North Carolina
27711; Telephone number: (919) 541—
5430; Fax number (919) 541-5450;
E-mail address: maxwell.bill@epa.gov.
For the new source performance
standard (NSPS) action: Mr. Christian
Fellner, Energy Strategies Group, Sector
Policies and Programs Division, (D243—
01), Office of Air Quality Planning and
Standards, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Research Triangle
Park, North Carolina 27711; Telephone
number: (919) 541-4003; Fax number
(919) 541-5450; E-mail address:
fellner.christian@epa.gov.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comment Period

Due to requests we have received
from both the public and members of
Congress to extend the public comment
period for the May 3, 2011, Proposed
Mercury and Air Toxics Standards Rule,
the EPA is extending the public
comment period for an additional 30
days. Therefore, the public comment
period will end on August 4, 2011,
rather than July 5, 2011.

How can I get copies of this document
and other related information?

The EPA has established the official
public dockets No. EPA-HQ-OAR~
2011-0044 (NSPS action) or No. EPA—-
HQ-0OAR-2009-0234 (NESHAP action).
The EPA has also developed websites
for these proposed rulemakings at the
addresses given above.

Dated: June 24, 2011.
Gina McCarthy,

Assistant Administrator for Air and
Radiation.

[FR Doc. 2011-16493 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50—-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 63
[EPA-HQ-OAR-2011-0344; FRL-9427-5]
RIN 2060-AQ68

National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants: Secondary

Lead Smelting; Extension of Comment
Period

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Proposed rule; extension of
public comment period.

SUMMARY: On May 19, 2011, the EPA
proposed amendments to the National
Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air
Pollutants for Secondary Lead Smelting
(76 FR 29032). The EPA is extending the
deadline for written comments on the
proposed amendments by 21 days to
July 26, 2011. The EPA received a
request for an extension from the
Association of Battery Recyclers (ABR).
The ABR requested an extension in
order to analyze data and review the
proposed amendments. The EPA finds
this request to be reasonable due to the
significant changes the proposal would
make to the current rule.

DATES: Comments on the proposed rule
published May 19, 2011 (76 FR 29032)
must be received on or before July 26,
2011.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-
OAR-2011-0344, by one of the
following methods:

e http://www.regulations.gov: Follow
the on-line instructions for submitting
comments.

o E-mail: a-and-r-docket@epa.gov.
Attention Docket ID Number EPA-HQ-
OAR-2011-0344.

e Fax:(202) 566—9744. Attention
Docket ID Number EPA-HQ-OAR~-
2011-0344.

e Mail: U.S. Postal Service, send
comments to: The EPA Docket Center
(6102T), EPA West (Air Docket),
Attention Docket ID Number EPA-HQ—
OAR-2011-0344, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Mailcode 2822T,
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW.,
Washington, DC 20460. Please include a
total of two copies. In addition, please
mail a copy of your comments on the
information collection provisions to the
Office of Information and Regulatory
Affairs, Office of Management and
Budget, Attn: Desk Officer for the EPA,
725 17th St., NW., Washington, DC
20503.

e Hand Delivery: U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, EPA West (Air
Docket), Room 3334, 1301 Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20004,
Attention Docket ID Number EPA-HQ-
OAR-2011-0344. Such deliveries are
only accepted during the Docket’s
normal hours of operation, and special
arrangements should be made for
deliveries of boxed information. Please
include a total of two copies.

Instructions: Direct your comments to
Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OAR-2011-
0344. The EPA’s policy is that all
comments received will be included in
the public docket without change and
may be made available online at http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided, unless
the comment includes information
claimed to be Confidential Business
Information (CBI) or other information
whose disclosure is restricted by statute.
Do not submit information that you
consider to be CBI or otherwise
protected through http://
www.regulations.gov or e-mail. The
http://www.regulations.gov Web site is
an ‘“‘anonymous access’’ system, which
means the EPA will not know your
identity or contact information unless
you provide it in the body of your
comment. If you send an email
comment directly to EPA without going
through http://www.regulations.gov,
your e-mail address will be
automatically captured and included as
part of the comment that is placed in the
public docket and made available on the
Internet. If you submit an electronic

comment, the EPA recommends that
you include your name and other
contact information in the body of your
comment and with any disk or CD-ROM
you submit. If the EPA cannot read your
comment due to technical difficulties
and cannot contact you for clarification,
the EPA may not be able to consider
your comment. Electronic files should
avoid the use of special characters, any
form of encryption, and be free of any
defects or viruses.

Docket: All documents in the docket
are listed in the http://
www.regulations.gov index. Although
listed in the index, some information is
not publicly available, e.g., CBI or other
information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. Certain other
material, such as copyrighted material,
will be publicly available only in hard
copy. Publicly available docket
materials are available either
electronically in http://
www.regulations.gov or in hard copy at
the EPA Docket Center, EPA West,
Room 3334, 1301 Constitution Ave.,
NW., Washington, DC. The Public
Reading Room is open from 8:30 a.m. to
4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday,
excluding legal holidays. The telephone
number for the Public Reading Room is
(202) 566—1744, and the telephone
number for the Docket Center is (202)
566-1742.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Questions concerning the proposed rule
should be addressed to Mr. Chuck
French, Office of Air Quality Planning
and Standards, Sector Policies and
Programs Division, Metals and Inorganic
Chemicals Group (D243-02),
Environmental Protection Agency,
Research Triangle Park, NC 27711,
telephone number: (919) 541-7912; fax
number: (919) 541-3207; e-mail address:
french.chuck@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For the
reasons noted above, the public
comment period will now end on July
26, 2011.

How can I get copies of the proposed
rule and other related information?

The proposed rule titled, National
Emission Standards for Hazardous Air
Pollutants: Secondary Lead Smelting,
was published May 19, 2011 (76 FR
29032). The EPA has established the
public docket for the proposed
rulemaking under docket ID No. EPA—
HQ-OAR-2011-0344, and a copy of the
proposed rule is available in the docket.
We note that, since the proposed rule
was published, additional materials
have been added to the docket.
Information on how to access the docket
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is presented above in the ADDRESSES
section.

Dated: June 24, 2011.
Gina McCarthy,
Assistant Administrator.
[FR Doc. 2011-16496 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50—-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 131
[EPA-HQ-OW-2011-0515; FRL-9428-3]

Phosphorus Water Quality Standards
for Florida Everglades

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: EPA is proposing a rule that
would identify provisions of Florida’s
Water Quality Standards for Phosphorus
in the Everglades Protection Area
(Phosphorus Rule) and Florida’s
Amended Everglades Forever Act (EFA)
that EPA has disapproved and that
therefore are not applicable water
quality standards for purposes of the
Clean Water Act. EPA is proposing
today’s rule following EPA’s
disapproval of these provisions and
EPA’s specific directions to the State of
Florida to correct these deficiencies in
the Phosphorus Rule and EFA. EPA’s
disapproval, specific directions to the
State, and today’s proposed rule
implement two orders by the U.S.
District Court for the Southern District
of Florida. The intended effect of
today’s proposed rule is to identify only
those provisions of Florida law that EPA
has disapproved and that therefore are
not applicable water quality standards
for purposes of the Clean Water Act.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before August 1, 2011.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-
OW-2011-0515 by one of the following
methods:

e hitp://www.regulations.gov: Follow
the on-line instructions for submitting
comments. This electronic docket is
EPA’s preferred method of receiving
comments.

e Mail: Water Docket, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, Mail
Code: 2822T, 1200 Pennsylvania
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20460.

e Hand Delivery: EPA Docket Center,
EPA West, Room 3334, 1301
Constitution Ave., NW., Washington,
DC. Such deliveries are only accepted
during the Docket’s normal hours of
operation, and special arrangements
should be made for deliveries of boxed
information.

Instructions: Direct your comments to
Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OW-2011—
0515. EPA’s policy is that all comments
received will be included in the public
docket without change and may be
made available online at http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided, unless
the comment includes information
claimed to be Confidential Business
Information (CBI) or other information

whose disclosure is restricted by statute.

Do not submit information that you
consider to be CBI or otherwise
protected through http://
www.regulations.gov or e-mail. The
http://www.regulations.gov Web site is
an “‘anonymous access’ system, which
means EPA will not know your identity
or contact information unless you
provide it in the body of your comment.
If you send an e-mail comment directly
to EPA without going through http://
www.regulations.gov your e-mail
address will be automatically captured
and included as part of the comment
that is placed in the public docket and
made available on the Internet. If you
submit an electronic comment, EPA
recommends that you include your
name and other contact information in
the body of your comment and with any
disk or CD-ROM you submit. If EPA
cannot read your comment due to
technical difficulties and cannot contact
you for clarification, EPA may not be
able to consider your comment.
Electronic files should avoid the use of
special characters, any form of
encryption, and be free of any defects or
viruses. For additional instructions on
submitting comments, go to section I.D
of the SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
section of this document.

Docket: All documents in the docket
are listed in the http://
www.regulations.gov index. Although

listed in the index, some information is
not publicly available, e.g., CBI or other
information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. Certain other
material, such as copyrighted material,
will be publicly available only in hard
copy. Publicly available docket
materials are available either
electronically in http://
www.regulations.gov or in hard copy at
the OW Docket Center, which is open
from 8:30 until 4:30 pm, Monday
through Friday, excluding legal
holidays. The OW Docket Center
telephone number is (202) 566—2426,
and the Docket address is OW Docket,
EPA West, Room 3334, 1301
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington,
DC 20004. The Public Reading Room is
open from 8:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, excluding legal
holidays. The telephone number for the
Public Reading Room is (202) 566—1744.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mario Sengco, Standards and Health
Protection Division, Office of Science
and Technology, Mail Code: 4305T,
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC 20460; telephone
number: (202) 566—2676; e-mail:
sengco.mario@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
I. General Information

A. What entities may be affected by this
rule?

Citizens concerned with water quality
in Florida may be interested in this
rulemaking. Entities discharging
phosphorus to waters upstream of the
Everglades Protection Area could be
indirectly affected by the Phosphorus
Rule and EFA, although not specifically
by this proposed rulemaking because
the current action further addresses
prior disapproval by EPA of certain
provisions of the Phosphorus Rule and
EFA. Any indirect affect to entities
would be because the water quality
standards contained in the State’s
regulation and statute are used in
determining National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
permit limits. With this in mind,
categories and entities that may
ultimately be indirectly affected
include:

Category

Examples of potentially affected entities

Water Management Districts ..........cccceevieeinenen.

Nonpoint Source Contributors ...........ccccceeveeeen.

Area.

Area.

Entities responsible for managing point source discharges near the Everglades Protection

Entities responsible for contributing nonpoint source runoff near the Everglades Protection
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This table is not intended to be
exhaustive, but rather provides a guide
for entities that may be affected by this
action. This table lists the types of
entities of which EPA is now aware that
potentially could be affected by this
action. Other types of entities not listed
in the table could also be affected. Any
parties or entities conducting activities
within watersheds of the Florida waters
covered by this rule, or who rely on,
depend upon, influence, or contribute to
the water quality of the Everglades
Protection Area, might be affected by
this rule. To determine whether your
facility or activities may be affected by
this action, you should examine this
proposed rule. If you have questions
regarding the applicability of this action
to a particular entity, consult the person
listed in the preceding FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT section.

B. How do I get copies of this notice?

Docket. EPA has established an
official public docket for this action
under Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OW-
2011-0515. The official public docket is
the collection of materials that is
available for public viewing at the Water
Docket in the EPA Docket Center, (EPA/
DC) EPA West, Room 3334, 1301
Constitution Ave., NW., Washington,
DC 20460. Although all documents in
the docket are listed in an index, some
information is not publicly available,
i.e., Confidential Business Information
(CBI) or other information whose
disclosure is restricted by statute.
Publicly available docket materials are
available electronically through http://
www.regulations.gov and in hard copy
at the EPA Docket Center Public
Reading Room, open from 8:30 a.m. to
4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday,
excluding legal holidays. The telephone
number for the public Reading Room is
(202) 566—1744 and the telephone
number for the Water docket is (202)
566—2426.

C. What comments will be considered
and what should I consider as I prepare
my comments for EPA?

(1) The public is invited to submit
comments on whether EPA’s proposed
rule is consistent with EPA’s
disapprovals of the Phosphorus Rule
and EFA and the Court’s orders.

(2) The public is invited to submit
comments regarding EPA’s approach of
identifying, through incorporation by
reference, those provisions of the
Phosphorus Rule and EFA that are not
applicable water quality standards for
purposes of the CWA.

(3) Do not submit confidential
business information (CBI) to EPA
through the http://www.regulations.gov

portal. Contact EPA before submitting
CBI by contacting the person in FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT section.

II. Background

EPA is proposing a rule that would
identify provisions of Florida’s Water
Quality Standards for Phosphorus in the
Everglades Protection Area (Phosphorus
Rule) and Florida’s Amended
Everglades Forever Act (EFA) that EPA
has disapproved and that therefore are
not applicable water quality standards
for purposes of the Clean Water Act.
EPA is proposing today’s rule following
its disapproval of these provisions and
EPA’s specific directions to the State of
Florida to correct these deficiencies in
the Phosphorus Rule and EFA. EPA’s
disapproval and specific directions to
the State implement two orders by the
U.S. District Court for the Southern
District of Florida. Pursuant to the
Court’s orders, EPA gave the State a
period of time to correct the
deficiencies. The State has not corrected
the deficiencies within that time period.
Therefore, EPA is proposing today’s
rule. The proposed rule incorporates by
reference two documents that identify
the specific provisions of Florida’s
Phosphorus Rule and EFA that are not
applicable water quality standards for
purposes of the Clean Water Act.

A. Statutory and Regulatory Background

Section 303(c) (33 U.S.C. 1313) of the
Clean Water Act (CWA) directs States,
with oversight by EPA, to adopt water
quality standards to protect the public
health and welfare, enhance the quality
of water and serve the purposes of the
CWA. Under section 303, States are
required to develop water quality
standards for waters of the United States
within the State. Section 303(c) and
EPA’s implementing regulations (40
CFR Part 131) provide that water quality
standards shall include designated uses
of the water and water quality criteria
necessary to protect those uses.

States must submit any new or
revised water quality standards for EPA
review and approval/disapproval. EPA
must approve/disapprove any new or
revised standards within 60-90 days.
(Section 303(c)(3)). If EPA disapproves
any standard, EPA is to specify the
changes to meet the requirements of the
CWA. If the changes are not adopted by
the State, EPA is to promulgate
standards to address the necessary
changes in the State standards that EPA
has disapproved. Today, EPA is
proposing Federal standards to address
the portions of Florida’s standards that
EPA disapproved and that have not
been revised by the State.

B. Florida’s Phosphorus Rule and
Everglades Forever Act

1. Florida’s Phosphorus Rule

In 2005, the Florida Department of
Environmental Protection (FDEP)
submitted to EPA for review pursuant to
CWA section 303(c), provisions of
Florida Administrative Code (“FAC”’)
62-302.540 entitled ‘“Water Quality
Standards for Phosphorus Within the
Everglades Protection Area”
(Phosphorus Rule or Rule). The Rule
established a numeric water quality
criterion for phosphorus as well as
implementing provisions for the
numeric criterion within the Everglades
Protection Area. In 2005 and 2006, EPA
issued a series of decisions approving
certain provisions of the Phosphorus
Rule and concluding that other
provisions were not new or revised
water quality standards and did not
require EPA approval/disapproval
under CWA section 303(c).

2. Florida’s Everglades Forever Act

The Florida Legislature enacted the
Everglades Forever Act in 1994 to
maintain and restore the ecosystem of
the Everglades. See Miccosukee Tribe of
Indians v. United States, 105 F.3d. 599,
601 (11th Cir. 1997). EPA subsequently
reviewed and approved one section of
the EFA (section 4(f)) as a new or
revised water quality standard in 1999.
The Legislature enacted amendments to
the EFA in 2003. EPA reviewed the
amendments and issued a decision in
2003 that the amendments were not new
or revised water quality standards
requiring EPA approval/disapproval
under section 303(c) of the CWA.

C. Litigation and Subsequent EPA
Actions

In consolidated litigation, plaintiffs
challenged (1) EPA’s 2003 decision that
the EFA amendments were not water
quality standards and (2) EPA’s 2005
and 2006 decisions regarding the
Phosphorus Rule. In a July 29, 2008
decision, the U.S. District Court for the
Southern District of Florida upheld in
part and remanded in part EPA’s
decisions. Miccosukee Tribe of Indians
& Friends of the Everglades v. U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Florida Department of Environmental
Protection, et al., No. 04—21488-CIV—
Gold/McAliley (S.D. Fla.). The Court
upheld EPA’s 2005 approval of the
Phosphorus Rule’s numeric phosphorus
criterion and the “four-part” test for
determining attainment of the criterion.
The Court overturned (1) EPA’s decision
that certain implementing provisions of
the Phosphorus Rule were not new or
revised water quality standards and (2)
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EPA’s approval of other provisions of
the Phosphorus Rule finding EPA’s
approval to be arbitrary and capricious.
The Court also rejected EPA’s
determination that the legislative
amendments to the EFA did not
constitute new or revised water quality
standards subject to EPA review (and
approval or disapproval) under section
303(c) of the CWA. The Court remanded
to EPA to take further action consistent
with the Court’s decision.

1. EPA’s December 2009 Determination

On December 3, 2009, EPA issued a
new Determination in response to the
Court’s remand. Consistent with the
Court’s 2008 decision, EPA disapproved
certain amendments to the EFA. It is
those disapproved provisions of the
EFA that are, in part, the subject of
today’s proposed rulemaking. In
addition, EPA reviewed the provisions
of the Phosphorus Rule that the Court
either found were new or revised
standards or that the Court had held
EPA’s prior approval invalid. Consistent
with the Court’s decision, EPA
disapproved certain provisions of the
Phosphorus Rule and those disapproved
provisions also are the subject of today’s
proposed rulemaking.

2. Court’s April 10, 2010 Order

Plaintiffs challenged EPA’s December
2009 Determination, alleging, in part,
that EPA failed to (1) specify the
changes that Florida must make to the
Phosphorus Rule and EFA to bring them
into compliance with the CWA and (2)
commit to promulgate if the State fails
to act. The Court, in an order dated
April 10, 2010, remanded EPA’s 2009
Determination and ordered EPA to issue
an Amended Determination (AD) by
September 3, 2010. While the Court did
not take issue with EPA’s disapprovals,
the Court nevertheless ordered that
EPA’s AD “shall specifically direct the
State of Florida to correct deficiencies in
the Amended EFA and Phosphorus Rule
that have been invalidated,” attaching
copies of the Rule and EFA with
strikeout markings indicating the exact
language from the Rule and EFA that the
State must correct. Order at 44. The
Court ordered that in the AD, “EPA
shall require the State of Florida to
commence and complete rule-making
for the Phosphorus Rule within 120
days from the date of the Amended
Determination and shall require
amendments to the Amended EFA to be
enacted by July 1, 2011.” Order at 44—
45. The Court further ordered that “[i]ln
the event the State of Florida fails to
timely act, the EPA shall provide timely
notice, and the EPA Administrator
“shall promulgate such standard([s]”

pursuant to 33 U.S.C. 1313(c).” Order at
45.

3. EPA’s September 3, 2010 Amended
Determination

Consistent with the Court’s April 14,
2010 Order, EPA gave directions to the
State of Florida for correcting
deficiencies in the Phosphorus Rule and
Amended EFA. EPA’s AD included as
attachments copies of the Phosphorus
Rule and EFA with strikeout markings
indicating the language that the State
needed to correct. EPA’s AD stated that
if FDEP has not finalized revisions by
January 1, 2011 and the Legislature has
not enacted amendments to the EFA by
July 1, 2011, EPA would initiate
rulemaking to promulgate standards
consistent with the Court’s Order.

FDEP initiated a rulemaking to adopt
the necessary revisions to the
Phosphorus Rule consistent with EPA’s
AD. However, FDEP did not complete
that process by January 1, 2011. Nor has
FDEP completed its rulemaking process
since that date. The Florida Legislature
also did not introduce or enact any
amendments to the EFA consistent with
EPA’s AD. The Florida Legislature
stands adjourned and is not scheduled
to reconvene prior to July 1, 2011.
Therefore, EPA is proceeding, consistent
with the Court’s Order and EPA’s AD,
to initiate the rulemaking process to
promulgate Federal standards
addressing the deficiencies of the
Phosphorus Rule and EFA.

ITI. EPA’s Proposal and Solicitation of
Public Comments

EPA’s proposed rule identifies those
provisions in the Phosphorus Rule and
Everglades Forever Act that EPA has
disapproved and that therefore are not
applicable water quality standards for
purposes of the CWA. The provisions
are the ones that EPA previously
disapproved in December 2009 that the
Court identified in its April 2010 Order
and that EPA identified in its September
2010 AD. EPA’s proposed rule
incorporates by reference copies of the
Phosphorus Rule and EFA with the
strikeout markings indicating the
provisions and language that are not
applicable water quality standards for
purposes of the CWA.

For the convenience of persons
reviewing this proposal, EPA has put
copies of the Phosphorus Rule and
Amended Everglades Forever Act in the
docket, with the strikeout markings
indicating the language that EPA
disapproved and that EPA’s proposed
rule identifies as not being applicable
water quality standards for purposes of
the CWA. The provisions of the
Phosphorus Rule and EFA that will not

be applicable water quality standards
for purposes of the CWA are
summarized in Tables 1 and 2.

The remaining provisions of the
Phosphorus Rule and EFA in the docket
either already have been approved by
EPA as new or revised water quality
standards (i.e., are applicable water
quality standards for the purposes of the
CWA), or are not a water quality
standard subject to EPA review and
approval (or disapproval) under the
Clean Water Act. As explained in the
Statutory and Regulatory Background
(I.A) and in the sections below, EPA is
not proposing to promulgate any of the
remaining provisions that EPA has
approved or that are not water quality
standards.

In the Court’s 2010 order, the judge
struck a provision in the EFA (i.e.,
paragraph 2(1)), which defined the term
“optimization.” In today’s action, EPA
is not identifying the strike out
paragraph 2(1) in the EFA or paragraph
3(f) in the Phosphorus Rule because
EPA did not specifically disapprove
either provision in its December 2009
Determination. EPA believes that its
decision not to identify these two
definitions in today’s proposed rule will
not conflict with the objectives of the
Court in its ruling because EPA
disapproved the other provisions in the
EFA and Phosphorus Rule where the
term “optimization” occurs and EPA
has identified those disapproved
provisions in today’s proposed rule.

For the convenience of the reader and
to improve the readability of the
documents, EPA has included a few
minor text changes to the Phosphorus
Rule and Amended Everglades Forever
Act in the docket. These changes are
identified by underline. EPA included
these few text changes in its submission
to the Court and the Court’s April 2011
order reflects these changes. EPA added
text when deletion of the disapproved
language rendered the remaining text
difficult to understand. In EFA section
10 for example, EPA’s added text would
restore language that existed prior to
enactment of EFA amendments. In these
sections, EPA is not proposing to
establish new or revised water quality
standards with these text changes, but
merely to restore language that would
make the remaining text easier to
understand. Similarly, for ease of
readability, the docket versions of the
Phosphorus Rule and Amended
Everglades Forever Act strike the
definitions of “optimization” (which is
defined only for the purposes of other
provisions that EPA disapproved) from
sections 2(1) and 3(f), respectively, as
discussed above.
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TABLE 1—62-302.540 PROVISIONS OF FLORIDA ADMINISTRATIVE CODE (F.A.C.) (WATER QUALITY STANDARDS FOR
PHOSPHORUS WITHIN THE EVERGLADES PROTECTION AREA) THAT ARE NOT APPLICABLE WATER QUALITY STAND-
ARDS FOR PURPOSES OF THE CLEAN WATER ACT

Section

Specific provision or language

Entire paragraph.

Entire paragraph.

Entire paragraphs and subparagraphs.
Entire paragraph.

Entire paragraph.

Entire paragraphs.

Entire paragraph.

Entire paragraph.

Entire paragraphs.

Entire paragraph.

Entire paragraphs and subparagraphs.

Sentence only, “If these limits are not met, no action shall be required, provided that the net
improvement or hydropattern restoration provisions of subsection (6) below are met.”

TABLE 2—PROVISIONS OF THE AMENDED EVERGLADES FOREVER ACT (FLORIDA STATUTE 373.4592) THAT ARE NOT
APPLICABLE WATER QUALITY STANDARDS FOR PURPOSES OF THE CLEAN WATER ACT

Section

Specific provision or language

Entire paragraph.

Entire paragraph.
Entire paragraph.
Entire paragraphs.

Entire subparagraph.
Sentences 7, 8 and 9.
Sentence 3.

Plan.”

Entire paragraph.

Sentence 1, phrase “are further described in the Long-Term Plan”.

Sentence 9, phrase “design, construction, and implementation of the initial phase of the Long-
Term Plan, including operation and maintenance, and research for the projects and strate-
gies in the initial phase of the Long-Term Plan, and including”

Sentence 1, phrase “however, the district may modify this schedule to incorporate and accel-
erate enhancements to STA %4 as directed in the Long-Term Plan”.

Sentence 1, phrase “to implement the pre-2006 projects and strategies of the Long-Term

Sentence 1, phrase “in all parts of the Everglades Protection Area”.
Sentence 1, phrase “and moderating provisions”.

EPA believes that its proposal to
incorporate by reference documents that
identify those specific provisions of the
Phosphorus Rule and EFA that are not
applicable water quality standards for
purposes of the CWA best accomplishes
the purpose of removing those
provisions from consideration for future
implementation within CWA programs.

EPA considered other approaches to
accomplish this result and decided the
approach the Agency is proposing today
is the most appropriate approach.
Because the Phosphorus Rule and EFA
are Florida laws, EPA could not
“amend” those state laws. EPA
considered whether it should
incorporate the complete Phosphorus
Rule and EFA as Federal regulations
and amend them accordingly. EPA
concluded this approach would not be
appropriate for two reasons.

First, to the extent EPA would be
promulgating as Federal regulations
provisions of state water quality

standards that EPA has approved (or
provisions associated with approved
water quality standards but that are not
themselves water quality standards), the
CWA does not provide for such action.
The CWA provides that when EPA
approves a new or revised state water
quality standard, “such standard shall
thereafter be the water quality standard
for the applicable waters of the State.”
CWA section 303(c)(3). Only if EPA
disapproves a state water quality
standard or makes a determination that
a new or revised water quality standard
is necessary to meet the requirements of
the Clean Water Act under section
303(c)(4)(B) and the state fails to make
the necessary changes, does the Act
direct EPA to promulgate such water
quality standards for navigable waters of
the state. There are many provisions of
the Phosphorus Rule that EPA
approved. EPA did not believe it would
be appropriate to promulgate those
provisions as Federal regulations.

Second, except for the disapproved
provisions of the EFA amendments,
EPA has not approved or disapproved
the remaining provisions of the EFA
(with one exception) as new or revised
water quality standards under the Clean
Water Act. Therefore, it would not be
appropriate for EPA to promulgate such
provisions as Federal water quality
standards.

For these reasons, EPA concluded the
best approach was to identify, through
incorporation by reference, those
provisions of the Phosphorus Rule and
EFA that EPA disapproved and are
therefore not applicable water quality
standards for purposes of the CWA. EPA
solicits comments on this approach.
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III. Statutory and Executive Order
Reviews

A. Executive Order 12866: Regulatory
Planning and Review and Executive
Order 13563: Improving Regulation and
Regulatory Review

This action is not a “significant
regulatory action” under the terms of
Executive Order 12866 (58 FR 51735,
October 4, 1993) and is therefore not
subject to review under Executive
Orders 12866 and 13563 (76 FR 3821,
January 21, 2011).

B. Paperwork Reduction Act

This action does not impose an
information collection burden under the
provisions of the Paperwork Reduction
Act, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq. Burden is
defined at 5 CFR 1320.3(b). This
proposed action merely clarifies the
water quality standards concerning the
phosphorus rule and the Amended EFA
statute that are not water quality
standards for purposes of the CWA and
does not impose any information
collection burden on anyone.

C. Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA)
generally requires an agency to prepare
a regulatory flexibility analysis of any
rule subject to notice and comment
rulemaking requirements under the
Administrative Procedure Act or any
other statute unless the agency certifies
that the rule will not have significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. Small entities
include small businesses, small
organizations, and small governmental
jurisdictions. For purposes of assessing
the impacts of this action on small
entities, small entity is defined as: (1) A
small business as defined by the Small
Business Administration’s (SBA)
regulations at 13 CFR 121.201; (2) a
small governmental jurisdiction that is a
government ofa city, county, town,
school district or special district with a
population of less than 50,000; and (3)
a small organization that is any not-for-
profit enterprise which is independently
owned and operated and is not
dominant in its field.

As a result of the disapproval action
by EPA in December 2009, the Florida
Department of Environmental Protection
already needs to ensure that permits it
issues do not implement the provisions
identified in this rule which are not
applicable water quality standards for
purposes of the CWA. In doing so, the
State will have a number of choices
associated with permit writing. While
Florida’s implementation of the rule
might ultimately result in some new or
revised permit conditions for some

dischargers, including small entities,
EPA’s action today would not impose
any of these as yet unknown
requirements on small entities. Thus, I
certify that this proposed rule will not
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities.

D. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

This action contains no Federal
mandates under the provisions of Title
IT of the Unfunded Mandates Reform
Act of 1995 (UMRA), 2 U.S.C. 1531-
1538 for State, local, or Tribal
governments or the private sector. This
proposed action merely clarifies the
water quality standards concerning the
phosphorus rule and the Amended EFA
and does not impose any burden on
anyone. Therefore, this action is not
subject to the requirements of sections
202 or 205 of the UMRA.

This action is also not subject to the
requirements of section 203 of UMRA
because it contains no regulatory
requirements that might significantly or
uniquely affect small governments.

E. Executive Order 13132 (Federalism)

This action does not have Federalism
implications. It will not have substantial
direct effects on the States, on the
relationship between the national
government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government, as specified in
Executive Order 13132. This proposed
action merely clarifies the water quality
standards concerning the phosphorus
rule and the Amended EFA and does
not apply to any government other than
the State of Florida.

F. Executive Order 13175

This action does not have Tribal
implications, as specified in Executive
Order 13175 (65 FR 67249, November 9,
2000) because this is an action in which
the EPA has no discretion, i.e., EPA is
mandated by the Court to take this
action. Thus, Executive Order 13175
does not apply to this action.

G. Executive Order 13045: Protection of
Children From Environmental Health
Risks and Safety Risks

This action is not subject to EO 13045
(62 FR 19885, April 23, 1997) because
it is not economically significant as
defined in EO 12866 and because the
Agency does not believe the
environmental health risks or safety
risks addressed by this action present a
disproportionate risk to children.

H. Executive Order 13211: Actions
Concerning Regulations That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution, or Use

This action is not subject to Executive
Order 13211 (66 FR 28355 (May 22,
2001)), because it is not likely to have
a significant adverse effect on the
supply, distribution, or use of energy.

I. National Technology Transfer and
Advancement Act

Section 12(d) of the National
Technology Transfer and Advancement
Act of 1995 (“NTTAA”), Public Law
104-113, 12(d) (15 U.S.C. 272 note)
directs EPA to use voluntary consensus
standards in its regulatory activities
unless to do so would be inconsistent
with applicable law or otherwise
impractical. Voluntary consensus
standards are technical standards (e.g.,
materials specifications, test methods,
sampling procedures, and business
practices) that are developed or adopted
by voluntary consensus standards
bodies. NTTAA directs EPA to provide
Congress, through OMB, explanations
when the Agency decides not to use
available and applicable voluntary
consensus standards.

This proposed rulemaking does not
involve technical standards. Therefore,
EPA is not considering the use of any
voluntary consensus standards.

J. Executive Order 12898: Federal
Actions To Address Environmental
Justice in Minority Populations and
Low-Income Populations

Executive Order (E.O.) 12898 (59 FR
7629 (Feb. 16, 1994)) establishes Federal
executive policy on environmental
justice. Its main provision directs
Federal agencies, to the greatest extent
practicable and permitted by law, to
make environmental justice part of their
mission by identifying and addressing,
as appropriate, disproportionately high
and adverse human health or
environmental effects of their programs,
policies, and activities on minority
populations and low-income
populations in the United States. This
action is not subject to E.O. 12898
because this proposed action merely
clarifies the water quality standards
concerning the phosphorus rule and the
Amended EFA.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 131

Environmental protection,
Incorporation by reference, Indians—
lands, Intergovernmental relations,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Water pollution control.
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Dated: June 27, 2011.
Lisa P. Jackson,
Administrator.

For the reasons set out in the
preamble, EPA proposes to amend 40
CFR part 131 as follows:

PART 131—WATER QUALITY
STANDARDS

1. The Authority citation for part 131
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.

Subpart D—[Amended]

2. Section 131.44 is added to read as
follows:

§131.44 Florida.

(a) Phosphorus Rule. The document
entitled “Corrected Florida
Administrative Code 62—302.540: Water
Quality Standards for Phosphorus
Within the Everglades Protection Area,”
(Phosphorus Rule) dated April 26, 2011
shall be added to this Subpart through
an incorporation by reference. The
Director of the Federal Register
approves this incorporation by reference
in accordance with 5 U.S.C. 552(a).
Copies of the document may be
inspected and obtained from the docket
associated with this rulemaking (Docket
Number EPA-HQ-OW-2011-0515), at
EPA’s Water Docket (Address: 1301
Constitution Avenue, NW., EPA West,
Room B102, Washington, DC 20460,
telephone number: 202-566—2426), or at
the National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA). For
information on the availability of this
material at NARA, call 202-741-6030,
or go to the following Web site http://
www.archives.gov/federal register/
code of federal regulations/
ibr locations.htm. EPA adopts and
identifies the portions of the document
that have strikeout markings as portions
of the Phosphorus Rule that EPA
disapproved on December 3, 2009, and
that are not applicable water quality
standards for the purposes of the Clean
Water Act. Remaining portions of the
Phosphorus Rule that EPA had
previously approved are applicable
water quality standards for the purposes
of the Clean Water Act but are not
codified as Federal water quality
standards.

(b) Amended Everglades Forever Act.
The document entitled “Corrected
Everglades Forever Act: Florida Statute
373.4592,” dated April 26, 2011 shall be
added to this Subpart through an
incorporation by reference. The Director
of the Federal Register approves this
incorporation by reference in
accordance with 5 U.S.C. 552(a). Copies

of the document may be inspected and
obtained from the docket associated
with this rulemaking (Docket Number
EPA-HQ-OW-2011-0515), at EPA’s
Water Docket (Address: 1301
Constitution Avenue, NW., EPA West,
Room B102, Washington, DC 20460,
telephone number: 202-566—2426 or at
the National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA). For
information on the availability of this
material at NARA, call 202-741-6030,
or go to the following Web site: http://
www.archives.gov/federal register/
code of federal regulations/

ibr locations.html. EPA adopts and
identifies the portions of the document
that have strikeout markings as portions
of the statute that EPA disapproved on
December 3, 2009, and that are not
applicable water quality standards for
the purposes of the Clean Water Act.
Remaining portions of the statute that
EPA had previously approved are
applicable water quality standards for
the purposes of the Clean Water Act but
are not codified as Federal water quality
standards.

[FR Doc. 2011-16616 Filed 6-30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Administration

49 CFR Parts 383 and 390
[Docket No. FMCSA-2011-0146]

Regulatory Guidance: Applicability of
the Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Regulations to Operators of Certain
Farm Vehicles and Off-Road
Agricultural Equipment

AGENCY: Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Administration (FMCSA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice; extension of public
comment period.

SUMMARY: FMCSA extends the public
comment period for its May 31, 2011,
notice concerning regulatory guidance
on the applicability of the Federal Motor
Carrier Safety Regulations to operators
of certain farm vehicles and off-road
agricultural equipment. The public
comment period is extended from June
30, 2011, to August 1, 2011.
DATES: Comments on the notice must be
received on or before August 1, 2011.
ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
identified by Federal Docket
Management System Number FMCSA—
2011-0146 by any of the following
methods

o Web site: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the

instructions for submitting comments
on the Federal electronic docket site.

e Fax:1-202-493-2251.

e Mail: Docket Management Facility;
U.S. Department of Transportation,
Room W12-140, 1200 New Jersey
Avenue, SE., Washington, DC 20590—
0001.

e Hand Delivery: Ground Floor, Room
W12-140, DOT Building, 1200 New
Jersey Avenue, SE., Washington, DC,
between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m. e.t., Monday
through Friday, except Federal
Holidays.

Instructions: All submissions must
include the Agency name and docket
number. For detailed instructions on
submitting comments and additional
information on the exemption process,
see the “Public Participation” heading
below. Note that all comments received
will be posted without change to
http://www.regulations.gov, including
any personal information provided.
Please see the ‘“Privacy Act” heading
below.

Docket: For access to the docket to
read background documents or
comments received, go to http://
www.regulations.gov at any time or to
the ground floor, room W12-140, DOT
Building, 1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE.,
Washington, DC, between 9 a.m. and
5 p.m., e.t.,, Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays.

Privacy Act: Anyone is able to search
the electronic form of all comments
received into any of our dockets by the
name of the individual submitting the
comment (or signing the comment, if
submitted on behalf of an association,
business, labor union, etc.). You may
review DOT’s Privacy Act System of
Records Notice for the DOT Federal
Docket Management System published
in the Federal Register on January 17,
2008 (73 FR 3316) or you may visit
http://edocket.access.gpo.gov/2008/pdf/
E8-785.pdf.

Public Participation: The http://
www.regulations.gov Web site is
generally available 24 hours each day,
365 days each year. You can obtain
electronic submission and retrieval help
and guidelines under the “help” section
of the http://www.regulations.gov Web
site and also at the DOT’s http://
docketsinfo.dot.gov Web site. If you
want us to notify you that we received
your comments, please include a self-
addressed, stamped envelope or
postcard or print the acknowledgement
page that appears after submitting
comments online.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Thomas L. Yager, Chief, Driver and
Carrier Operations Division, Office of
Bus and Truck Standards and
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Operations, Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Administration, 1200 New Jersey Ave.,
SE., Washington, DC 20590.

E-mail: MCPSD@dot.gov. Phone (202)
366—4325.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On May 31, 2011 (76 FR 31279),
FMCSA published a notice requesting
public comment on: (1) Previously
published regulatory guidance on the
distinction between interstate and
intrastate commerce in deciding
whether operations of commercial
motor vehicles within the boundaries of
a single State are subject to the Federal
Motor Carrier Safety Regulations; (2)
proposed guidance on the relevance of
the distinction between direct and
indirect compensation in deciding
whether farm vehicle drivers
transporting agricultural commodities,
farm supplies and equipment as part of
a crop share agreement are subject to the
commercial driver’s license regulations;
and, (3) proposed guidance to determine
whether off-road farm equipment or
implements of husbandry operated on
public roads for limited distances are
considered commercial motor vehicles.
The Agency indicated the guidance
would be used to help ensure uniform
application of the safety regulations by
enforcement personnel, motor carriers
and commercial motor vehicle drivers.

Since the publication of the notice,
the Agency has received a letter signed
by 18 U.S. Senators and numerous

requests from the agricultural industry
to extend the comment period. The
Senators and industry acknowledged
the importance of the issues covered by
the notice and requested additional time
to provide farmers, many of whom have
planting and harvesting responsibilities
during this time of the year, additional
time to review the notice and consider
the likely impacts of the guidance on
their operations. Copies of the requests
for an extension of the comment period
are included in the docket referenced at
the beginning of this notice.

The FMCSA acknowledges the
concerns of the U.S. Senators and
farmers and extends the public
comment period from June 30, 2011 to
August 1, 2011. The Agency will
consider all comments received by close
of business on August 1, 2011.
Comments will be available for
examination in the docket at the
location listed under the ADDRESSES
section of this notice. The Agency will
consider to the extent practicable
comments received in the public docket
after the closing date of the comment
period.

Issued on: June 27, 2011.

William Bronrott,

Deputy Administrator.

[FR Doc. 2011-16548 Filed 6-30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-EX-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 635
RIN 0648-BA64

Atlantic Highly Migratory Species;
Vessel Monitoring Systems

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of additional public
hearings.

SUMMARY: The National Marine
Fisheries Service (NMFS) published a
proposed rule on June 21, 2011,
concerning modifications to vessel
monitoring system (VMS) requirements
in Atlantic Highly Migratory Species
(HMS) fisheries. The proposed rule
contained information on public
hearings being held in Saint Petersburg,
FL, New Orleans/Kenner, LA, and
Atlantic City, NJ. In this notice, NMFS
includes information for additional
public hearings being held in Manteo,
NC, and Peabody, MA.

DATES: The dates and locations for the
Manteo, NC, and Peabody, MA, public
hearings are in the table below. These
hearings are being held in conjunction
with the previously planned public
hearings for the electronic dealer
reporting proposed rule (76 FR 37750).

TABLE 1—DATES AND LOCATIONS FOR ADDITIONAL PUBLIC HEARINGS

Location Date

Time

Address

Manteo, NC
Peabody, MA

July 11, 2011
July 26, 2011

01960.

Manteo Town Hall, 407 Budleigh St., Manteo, NC 27954.
Peabody Institute—West Branch, 603 Lowell Street, Peabody, MA

ADDRESSES: Please see the DATES section
above.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Greg
Fairclough (phone: 727-824-5399, fax:
727—-824-5398) or Michael Clark
(phone: 301-713-2347, fax: 301-713—
1917).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

See 76 FR 36071, June 21, 2011, for
more information regarding the
proposed rule. These additional public
hearings are being added based on
requests by constituents. The additional
hearings will provide further
opportunity for public comment during
the comment period. The public
comment period ends on August 1,
2011.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 971 et seq.; 16 U.S.C.
1801 et seq.

Dated: June 28, 2011.
Margo Schulze-Haugen,

Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2011-16620 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

June 28, 2011.

The Department of Agriculture has
submitted the following information
collection requirement(s) to OMB for
review and clearance under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995,
Public Law 104-13. Comments
regarding (a) Whether the collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
agency, including whether the
information will have practical utility;
(b) the accuracy of the agency’s estimate
of burden including the validity of the
methodology and assumptions used;

(c) ways to enhance the quality, utility
and clarity of the information to be
collected; (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on those who are to respond, including
through the use of appropriate
automated, electronic, mechanical, or
other technological collection
techniques or other forms of information
technology should be addressed to: Desk
Officer for Agriculture, Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs,
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB), OIRA_Submission@omb.eop.gov
or fax (202) 395-5806 and to
Departmental Clearance Office, USDA,
OCIO, Mail Stop 7602, Washington, DC
20250-7602. Comments regarding these
information collections are best assured
of having their full effect if received
within 30 days of this notification.
Copies of the submission(s) may be
obtained by calling (202) 720-8958.

An agency may not conduct or
sponsor a collection of information
unless the collection of information
displays a currently valid OMB control
number and the agency informs
potential persons who are to respond to
the collection of information that such
persons are not required to respond to
the collection of information unless it

displays a currently valid OMB control
number.

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

Title: National Animal Health
Monitoring System (NAHMS) Needs
Assessment Surveys.

OMB Control Number: 0579-New.

Summary of Collection: Collection
and dissemination of animal health data
and information is mandated by 7
U.S.C. 391, The Animal Industry Act of
1884, which established the precursor of
the Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service (APHIS), Veterinary Services,
the Bureau of Animal Industry. Legal
requirements for examining and
reporting on animal disease control
methods were further mandated by 7
U.S.C. 8308 of the Animal Health
Protection Act, ‘“Detection, Control, and
Eradication of Diseases and Pests,” May
13, 2002. APHIS operates the National
Animal Health Monitoring System
(NAHMS), which collects nationally
representative, statistically valid, and
scientifically sound data on the
prevalence and economic importance of
livestock diseases and associated risk
factors. The NAHMS program would
like to administer needs assessment
surveys prior to all national studies. The
purpose of administering needs
assessments prior to the design phase of
NAHM studies is to gather producer,
veterinary, and industry representatives’
opinions, which help determine the
focus and scope of NAHMS’ studies.

Need and Use of the Information:
Needs assessments ensure that the
NAHMS program is driven by producer
and industry interests and that the
studies and reports produced by
NAHMS are meeting the needs of the
public. NAHMS will use the
information collected during these
needs assessment studies to focus on the
objectives of its national studies.

Description of Respondents: Business
or other for-profit.

Number of Respondents: 2,200.

Frequency of Responses: Reporting:
On occasion.

Total Burden Hours: 466.

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

Title: Gypsy Moth Identification
Worksheet.

OMB Control Number: 0579-0104.1

Summary of Collection: Under the
Plant Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 7701—et

seq.), the Secretary of Agriculture either
independently or in cooperation with
the States, is authorized to carry out
operations or measures to detect,
eradicate, suppress, control, prevent, or
retard the spread of plant pest new to
the United States or not widely
distributed throughout the United
States. The Plant Protection and
Quarantine (PPQ) a program within the
Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service (APHIS) is responsible for
implementing the intent of this ACT,
and does so through the enforcement of
its Domestic Quarantine Regulations
contained in Title 7 of the Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR) part 301. The
European gypsy moth is one of the most
destructive pests of fruit and ornamental
trees as well as hardwood forests. The
Asian gypsy moth is an exotic strain of
gypsy moth that is closely related to the
European variety already established in
the U.S. Due to significant behavioral
differences, this strain is considered to
pose an even greater threat to trees and
forested areas. In order to determine the
presence and extent of a European
gypsy moth or an Asian gypsy moth
infestation, APHIS sets traps in high-
risk areas to collect specimens.

Need and Use of the Information:
APHIS will collect information from the
Gypsy Moth Identification Worksheet,
PPQ Form 305, to identify and track
specific specimens that are sent to the
Otis Development Center for
identification tests based on DNA
analysis. This information collected is
vital to APHIS’ ability to monitor,
detect, and eradicate gypsy moth
infestations and the worksheet is
completed only when traps are found to
contain specimens. Information on the
worksheet includes the name of the
submitter, the submitter’s agency, the
date collected, the trap number, the
trap’s location (including the nearest
port of entry), the number of specimens
in the trap, and the date the specimen
was sent to the laboratory.

Description of Respondents: State,
Local or Tribal Government.

Number of Respondents: 120.

Frequency of Responses: Reporting;
On occasion.

Total Burden Hours: 41.

Animal Plant and Health Inspection
Service

Title: Black Stem Rust; Identification
Requirements and Addition of Rust-
Resistant Varieties.
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OMB Control Number: 0579-0186.

Summary of Collection: Under the
Plant Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 7701—et
seq.), the Secretary of Agriculture is
authorized to prohibit or restrict the
importation, entry, or movement of
plants and plant products to prevent the
introduction of plant pests into the
United States or their dissemination
within the United States. Black stem
rust is one of the most destructive plant
diseases of small grains that are known
to exist in the United States. The disease
is caused by a fungus that reduces the
quality and yield of infected wheat, oat,
barley, and rye crops by robbing host
plants of food and water.

Need and Use of the Information:
APHIS will collect information to
prevent the spread of black stem rust by
providing for and requiring the accurate
identification of rust-resistant varieties
by inspectors.

Description of Respondents: Business
or other for profit.

Number of Respondents: 4.

Frequency of Responses: Reporting:
On occasion.

Total Burden Hours: 32.

Ruth Brown,

Departmental Information Collection
Clearance Officer.

[FR Doc. 2011-16611 Filed 6-30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-34-P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

[Docket No. APHIS-2011-0066]

Notice of Request for Extension of
Approval of an Information Collection;
Revision of Hawaiian and Territorial
Fruits and Vegetables Regulations

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.

ACTION: Extension of approval of an
information collection; comment
request.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, this
notice announces the Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service’s intention to
request an extension of approval of an
information collection associated with
regulations for the interstate movement
of fruits and vegetables from Hawaii and
the territories.
DATES: We will consider all comments
that we receive on or before August 30,
2011.
ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
by either of the following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov/

#!documentDetail;D=APHIS-2011-
0066-0001.

e Postal Mail/Commercial Delivery:
Send your comment to Docket No.
APHIS-2011-0066, Regulatory Analysis
and Development, PPD, APHIS, Station
3A-03.8, 4700 River Road Unit 118,
Riverdale, MD 20737-1238.

Supporting documents and any
comments we receive on this docket
may be viewed at http://
www.regulations.gov/
#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2011-0066 or
in our reading room, which is located in
room 1141 of the USDA South Building,
14th Street and Independence Avenue,
SW., Washington, DC. Normal reading
room hours are 8 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except
holidays. To be sure someone is there to
help you, please call (202) 690-2817
before coming.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
information on regulations for the
interstate movement of fruits and
vegetables from Hawaii and the
territories, contact Mr. David Lamb,
Import Specialist, Regulations, Permits,
and Manuals, PPQ, APHIS, 4700 River
Road Unit 156, Riverdale, MD 20737;
(301) 734—0627. For copies of more
detailed information on the information
collection, contact Mrs. Celeste Sickles,
APHIS’ Information Collection
Coordinator, at (301) 851-2908.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Title: Revision of Hawaiian and
Territorial Fruits and Vegetables
Regulations.

OMB Number: 0579-0346.

Type of Request: Extension of
approval of an information collection.

Abstract: As authorized by the Plant
Protection Act (PPA, 7 U.S.C. 7701 et
seq.), the Secretary of Agriculture may
prohibit or restrict the importation,
entry, exportation, or movement in
interstate commerce of any plant, plant
product, biological control organism,
noxious weed, means of conveyance, or
other article if the Secretary determines
that the prohibition or restriction is
necessary to prevent a plant pest or
noxious weed from being introduced
into or disseminated within the United
States. This authority has been
delegated to the Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service (APHIS),
which administers regulations to
implement the PPA.

Under the regulations in “Subpart—
Regulated Articles From Hawaii and the
Territories” (7 CFR 318.13-1 through
318.13-26), APHIS prohibits or restricts
the interstate movement of fruits and
vegetables into the United States from
Hawaii, Puerto Rico, the U.S. Virgin
Islands, Guam, and the Commonwealth

of the Northern Mariana Islands to
prevent plant pests and noxious weeds
from being introduced into and spread
within the continental United States.

The regulations contain requirements
for a performance-based process for
approving the interstate movement of
commodities that, based on the findings
of a pest risk analysis, can be safely
imported subject to one or more
designated phytosanitary measures and
for acknowledging pest-free areas. These
requirements involve information
collection activities, including limited
permits, transit permits, compliance
agreements, inspection and certification,
labeling, and trapping surveillance.

We are asking the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) to
approve our use of these information
collection activities for an additional 3
years.

The purpose of this notice is to solicit
comments from the public (as well as
affected agencies) concerning our
information collection. These comments
will help us:

(1) Evaluate whether the collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
Agency, including whether the
information will have practical utility;

(2) Evaluate the accuracy of our
estimate of the burden of the collection
of information, including the validity of
the methodology and assumptions used;

(3) Enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and

(4) Minimize the burden of the
collection of information on those who
are to respond, through use, as
appropriate, of automated, electronic,
mechanical, and other collection
technologies; e.g., permitting electronic
submission of responses.

Estimate of burden: The public
reporting burden for this collection of
information is estimated to average 0.43
hours per response.

Respondents: Wholesalers and
producers of fruits and vegetables; and
State officials.

Estimated annual number of
respondents: 600.

Estimated annual number of
responses per respondent: 33.666666.

Estimated annual number of
responses: 20,200.

Estimated total annual burden on
respondents: 8,646 hours. (Due to
averaging, the total annual burden hours
may not equal the product of the annual
number of responses multiplied by the
reporting burden per response.)

All responses to this notice will be
summarized and included in the request
for OMB approval. All comments will
also become a matter of public record.
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Done in Washington, DG, this 27th day of
June 2011.

Kevin Shea,

Acting Administrator, Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service.

[FR Doc. 2011-16593 Filed 6-30—11; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 3410-34-P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

[Docket No. APHIS-2011-0041]

Notice of Request for Extension of
Approval of an Information Collection;
Self-Certification Medical Statement

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.

ACTION: Extension of approval of an
information collection; comment
request.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, this
notice announces the Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service’s intention to
request extension of approval of an
information collection for self-
certification medical statements.

DATES: We will consider all comments
that we receive on or before August 30,
2011.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
by either of the following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov/#!document
Detail;D=APHIS-2011-0041-0001.

e Postal Mail/Commercial Delivery:
Send your comment to Docket No.
APHIS-2011-0041, Regulatory Analysis
and Development, PPD, APHIS, Station
3A-03.8, 4700 River Road Unit 118,
Riverdale, MD 20737-1238.

Supporting documents and any
comments we receive on this docket
may be viewed at http://www.
regulations.gov/#!docketDetail;D=
APHIS-2011-0041 or in our reading
room, which is located in room 1141 of
the USDA South Building, 14th Street
and Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC. Normal reading room
hours are 8 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday
through Friday, except holidays. To be
sure someone is there to help you,
please call (202) 690-2817 before
coming.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
information on self-certification medical
statements, contact Mr. Eric Williams,
Human Resources Specialist, Human
Resources Division, APHIS, 100 N. 6th
Street, Butler Square, 5th Floor,
Minneapolis, MN 55403; (612) 336—
3370. For copies of more detailed

information on the information
collection, contact Mrs. Celeste Sickles,
APHIS’ Information Collection
Coordinator, at (301) 851-2908.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Title: Self-
Certification Medical Statement.

OMB Number: 0579-0196.

Type of Request: Extension of
approval of an information collection.

Abstract: The Marketing and
Regulatory Programs (MRP) agencies of
the U.S. Department of Agriculture
facilitate the domestic and international
marketing of U.S. agricultural products
and protect the health of domestic
animal and plant resources. The MRP
agencies are the Agricultural Marketing
Service, the Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service (APHIS), and the
Grain Inspection, Packers and
Stockyards Administration. Resource
management and administrative
services, including human resource
management, for the three MRP agencies
are provided by the MRP Business
Services unit of APHIS, which is the
lead agency in providing administrative
support for MRP.

In accordance with 5 CFR part 339,
Federal agencies are authorized to
obtain medical information from
applicants for positions that have
approved medical standards. Medical
standards may be established for
positions for which the duties are
arduous or hazardous or require a
certain level of health status or fitness.

Certain positions in MRP agencies
have medical standards. MRP hires
individuals each year in commodity
grading and inspection positions. These
employees work under dusty
conditions, around moving machinery
and slippery surfaces, and in areas with
high noise levels. A potential employee
may have direct contact with meat and
dairy products, fresh or processed fruits
and vegetables, and poultry products
intended for human consumption; and/
or cotton and tobacco products intended
for human use.

The MRP agencies require a self-
certification medical statement (MRP
Form 5-R) from applicants for these
positions regarding their fitness for the
positions. The MRP agencies need this
information to determine whether the
applicants can perform the duties of the
positions. Inability to collect this
information would adversely affect the
MRP agencies’ ability to make
employment decisions and
determinations regarding an applicant’s
physical fitness to safely and efficiently
perform assigned duties.

We are asking the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) to
approve our use of this information

collection activity for an additional 3
years.

The purpose of this notice is to solicit
comments from the public (as well as
affected agencies) concerning our
information collection. These comments
will help us:

(1) Evaluate whether the collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
Agency, including whether the
information will have practical utility;

(2) Evaluate the accuracy of our
estimate of the burden of the
information collection, including the
validity of the methodology and
assumptions used;

(3) Enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and

(4) Minimize the burden of the
information collection on those who are
to respond, through use, as appropriate,
of automated, electronic, mechanical,
and other collection technologies, e.g.,
permitting electronic submission of
responses.

Estimate of burden: The public
reporting burden for this collection of
information is estimated to average
0.167939 hours per response.

Respondents: Applicants for MRP
positions with approved medical
standards.

Estimated annual number of
respondents: 524.

Estimated annual number of
responses per respondent: 1.

Estimated annual number of
responses: 524.

Estimated total annual burden on
respondents: 88 hours. (Due to
averaging, the total annual burden hours
may not equal the product of the annual
number of responses multiplied by the
reporting burden per response.)

All responses to this notice will be
summarized and included in the request
for OMB approval. All comments will
also become a matter of public record.

Done in Washington, DG, this 27th day of
June 2011.

Kevin Shea,

Acting Administrator, Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service.

[FR Doc. 2011-16597 Filed 6—30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-34-P
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

[Docket No. APHIS—2011-0044]

Bovine Tuberculosis and Brucellosis;
Program Framework

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.

ACTION: Extension of comment period.

SUMMARY: We are extending the
comment period on a new framework
being developed for the bovine
tuberculosis and brucellosis programs in
the United States. This action will allow
interested persons additional time to
prepare and submit comments.

DATES: We will consider all comments
that we receive on or before July 5,

2011.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
by either of the following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov/
#!docketDetail,D=APHIS-2011-0044.

e Postal Mail/Commercial Delivery:
Send your comment to Docket No.
APHIS-2011-0044, Regulatory Analysis
and Development, PPD, APHIS, Station
3A-03.8, 4700 River Road Unit 118,
Riverdale, MD 20737-1238.

Supporting documents and any
comments we receive on this docket
may be viewed at http://
www.regulations.gov/
#!docketDetail;D=APHIS-2011-0044 or
in our reading room, which is located in
room 1141 of the USDA South Building,
14th Street and Independence Avenue,
SW., Washington, DC. Normal reading
room hours are 8 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, except
holidays. To be sure someone is there to
help you, please call (202) 690-2817
before coming.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dr.
Lee Ann Thomas, Director, Ruminant
Health Programs, National Center for
Animal Health Programs, VS, APHIS,
4700 River Road Unit 43, Riverdale, MD
20737; (301) 734-5256.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On May 6,
2011, we published in the Federal
Register (76 FR 26239, Docket No.
APHIS—2011-0044) a notice that
informed the public that the U.S.
Department of Agriculture (USDA) is
currently developing proposed revisions
to its programs regarding bovine
tuberculosis (TB) and bovine brucellosis
in the United States. The notice stated
that USDA would hold four public
meetings throughout May and June 2011
to discuss a TB and brucellosis
regulatory framework developed jointly

by USDA and State and Tribal
representatives. In that notice, we also
stated that statements on the meeting
topics could be filed with USDA
through June 20, 2011.

We are extending the comment period
on the topics discussed at the meetings
until July 5, 2011. This action will allow
interested persons additional time to
prepare and submit comments.

The regulatory framework is available
on the Regulations.gov Web site (see
ADDRESSES above) and on the APHIS
Web site at http://www.aphis.usda.gov/
animal health/tb_bruc/meetings.shtml.
You may also send your comments to
the person listed under FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT. Please refer to
Docket No. APHIS-2011-0044 when
submitting your statements.

Done in Washington, DG, this 27th day of
June 2011.

Kevin Shea,

Acting Administrator, Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service.

[FR Doc. 201116598 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-34-P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service

Information Collection; Foreign Travel
Proposal

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice; request for comment.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, the
Forest Service is seeking comments
from all interested individuals and
organizations on the extension, with
revision, of a currently approved
information collection, Foreign Travel
Proposal.

DATES: Comments must be received in
writing on or before August 30, 2011 to
be assured of consideration. Comments
received after that date will be
considered to the extent practicable.
ADDRESSES: Comments concerning this
notice should be addressed to: USDA,
Forest Service, Attn: Sandra Farber,
International Programs Staff, P.O. Box
96090, Mail Stop 1127, Washington, DC
20090-6090.

Comments also may be submitted via
facsimile to 540-659—4670, or by e-mail
to: sfarber@fs.fed.us.

The public may inspect comments
received at 1099 14th Street, NW., Suite
5500W, Washington, DC 20005, during
normal business hours. Visitors are
encouraged to call ahead to 202-273—
4695 to facilitate entry to the building.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sandra Farber, U.S. Forest Service

International Programs, 540-659-2973.
Individuals who use telecommunication
devices for the deaf (TDD) may call the
Federal Relay Service (FRS) at 1-800—
877-8339 twenty-four hours a day,
every day of the year, including
holidays.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Title: Foreign Travel Proposal.

OMB Number: 0596—-216 Expiration
Date of Approval: 11/30/2011.

Type of Request: Extension with
Revision.

Abstract

1. Information is needed to complete
requests for foreign travel by U.S.
Government employees and contractors.
This information is required by the U.S.
State Department, other USDA agencies
and foreign embassies here in
Washington, DC for passport issuance
and visas.

2. All information is obtained from
the traveler on the Foreign Travel
Proposal.

3. Information is collected by the U.S.
Forest Service, International Programs,
Travel Office staff.

4. Other than normal travel requests,
personal information such as date of
birth, place of birth and the last four (4)
digits of the social security number for
employees and place of birth for
contractors.

5. Each traveler submitted the form.

6. The Information collected is
transferred into forms to be submitted to
the U.S. State Department Passport
Office, forms to the USDA Foreign
Agriculture Service and into visa
applications submitted to foreign
embassies, for the purpose of obtaining
passports and visas for the traveler.

7. U.S. Forest Service, International
Programs, Travel Office.

8. Travelers will not be permitted to
travel. We do not retain this information
and is shredded after each trip, so a new
request is required for every trip.

Estimate of Annual Burden: 15
minutes.

Type of Respondents: U.S.
Government employees and or
contractors.

Estimated Annual Number of
Respondents: 200 individuals.

Estimated Annual Number of
Responses per Respondent: This
depends on how many trips the
respondent takes.

Estimated Total Annual Burden on
Respondents: 250 hours.

Comment Is Invited

Comment is invited on: (1) Whether
this collection of information is
necessary for the stated purposes and
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the proper performance of the functions
of the Agency, including whether the
information will have practical or
scientific utility; (2) the accuracy of the
Agency’s estimate of the burden of the
collection of information, including the
validity of the methodology and
assumptions used; (3) ways to enhance
the quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected; and (4)
ways to minimize the burden of the
collection of information on
respondents, including the use of
automated, electronic, mechanical, or
other technological collection
techniques or other forms of information
technology.

All comments received in response to
this notice, including names and
addresses when provided, will be a
matter of public record. Comments will
be summarized and included in the
submission request toward Office of
Management and Budget approval.

Dated: June 28, 2011.
Kathleen Atkinson,
Associate Deputy Chief, Business Operations.
[FR Doc. 2011-16652 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 3410-11-P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service

Siskiyou County Resource Advisory
Commitee

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: The Siskiyou County
Resource Advisory Committee will meet
in Yreka, California. The committee is
authorized under the Secure Rural
Schools and Community Self-
Determination Act (Pub. L 110-343) (the
Act) and operates in compliance with
the Federal Advisory Committee Act.
The purpose of the committee is to
improve collaborative relationships and
to provide advice and recommendations
to the Forest Service concerning projects
and funding consistent with the title II
of the Act. The meeting is open to the
public. The purpose of the meeting is
for the committee to hear project status,
presentation and review of new project
proposals and to vote and make
recommendations. The meeting is open
to the public. Opportunity for public
comment will be provided.

DATES: The meeting will be held
Monday August 15, 2011 at 4 p.m.
ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at
the Klamath National Forest
Supervisor’s Office, conference room,
1312 Fairlane Road, Yreka, CA 96097.
Written comments may be submitted as

described under SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION.

All comments, including names and
addresses when provided, are placed in
the record and are available for public
inspection and copying. The public may
inspect comments received at Klamath
National Forest Supervisor’s Office.
Please call ahead to (530) 8414484 to
facilitate entry into the building to view
comments.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kerry Greene, Community Development
and Outreach Specialist, Klamath
National Forest, (530) 841-4484,
kggreene@fs.fed.us.

Individuals who use
telecommunication devices for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1-800-877-8339
between 8 a.m. and 8 p.m., Eastern
Standard Time, Monday through Friday.
Requests for reasonable accommodation
for access to the facility or procedings
may be made by contacting the person
listed FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
following business will be conducted:
project updates and financial status, and
presentation and review of new project
proposals to be considered by the RAC.
This will be the last opportunity to
submit new project proposals to the
committee until further notice. The
meeting is open to the public.
Opportunity for public comment will be
provided and individuals will have the
opportunity to address the Committee at
that time. Alternatively, anyone who
would like to bring related matters to
the attention of the committee may file
written statements with the committee
staff before or after the meeting. The
agenda will include time for people to
make oral statements of three minutes or
less. Individuals wishing to make an
oral statement should request in writing
by August 1, 2011 to be scheduled on
the agenda. Written comments and
requests for time for oral comments
must be sent to 1312 Fairlane Road
Yreka, CA 96097, or by e-mail to
kggreene@fs.fed.us, or via facsimile to
(530) 841-4571.

Dated: June 23, 2011.
Patricia A. Grantham,
Forest Supervisor.
[FR Doc. 2011-16561 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-11-P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service

Siskiyou County Resource Advisory
Committee

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: The Siskiyou County
Resource Advisory Committee will meet
in Yreka, California. The committee is
authorized under the Secure Rural
Schools and Community Self-
Determination Act (Pub. L. 110-343)
(the Act) and operates in compliance
with the Federal Advisory Committee
Act. The purpose of the committee is to
improve collaborative relationships and
to provide advice and recommendations
to the Forest Service concerning projects
and funding consistent with the title II
of the Act. The meeting is open to the
public. The purpose of the meeting is
for the committee to hear project status,
presentation and review of new project
proposals and to vote and make
recommendations. The meeting is open
to the public. Opportunity for public
comment will be provided.

DATES: The meeting will be held
Monday July 18, 2011 at 4 p.m.
ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at
the Klamath National Forest
Supervisor’s Office, conference room,
1312 Fairlane Road, Yreka, CA 96097.
Written comments may be submitted as
described under SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION.

All comments, including names and
addresses when provided, are placed in
the record and are available for public
inspection and copying. The public may
inspect comments received at Klamath
National Forest Supervisor’s Office.
Please call ahead to (530) 841—4484 to
facilitate entry into the building to view
comments.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kerry Greene, Community Development
and Outreach Specialist, Klamath
National Forest, (530) 841—4484,
kggreene@fs.fed.us.

Individuals who use
telecommunication devices for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1-800-877—8339
between 8 a.m. and 8 p.m., Eastern
Standard Time, Monday through Friday.
Requests for reasonable accommodation
for access to the facility or proceedings
may be made by contacting the person
listed For Further Information.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
following business will be conducted:
project updates and financial status, and
presentation and review of new project
proposals to be considered by the RAC.
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The meeting is open to the public.
Opportunity for public comment will be
provided and individuals will have the
opportunity to address the Committee at
that time. Alternatively, anyone who
would like to bring related matters to
the attention of the committee may file
written statements with the committee
staff before or after the meeting. The
agenda will include time for people to
make oral statements of three minutes or
less. Individuals wishing to make an
oral statement should request in writing
by July 1, 2011 to be scheduled on the
agenda. Written comments and requests
for time for oral comments must be sent
to 1312 Fairlane Road, Yreka, CA 96097,
or by e-mail to kggreene@fs.fed.us, or
via facsimile to (530) 841—4571.

Dated: June 23, 2011.
Patricia A. Grantham,
Forest Supervisor.
[FR Doc. 2011-16562 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-11-P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service

Southern Montana Resource Advisory
Committee

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: The Custer and Gallatin
National Forest’s Resource Advisory
Committee will meet in Big Timber,
Montana. The committee is meeting as
authorized under the Secure Rural
Schools and Community Self-
Determination Act (Pub. L. 110-343)
and in compliance with the Federal
Advisory Committee Act. The purpose
is to review project proposals and
public comments.

DATES: The meeting will be held on July
26, 2011, and will begin at 10 a.m.
ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at
the Carnegie Public Library, 34 McLeod
Street, Big Timber, MT. Written
comments should be sent to Babete
Anderson, Custer National Forest, 1310
Main Street, Billings, MT 59105.
Comments may also be sent via e-mail
to branderson@fs.fed.us, or via facsimile
to 406-657-6222.

All comments, including names and
addresses when provided, are placed in
the record and are available for public
inspection and copying. The public may
inspect comments received at Custer
National Forest, 1310 Main Street,
Billings, MT 59105. Visitors are
encouraged to call ahead to 406-657—
6205 ext 239.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Babete Anderson, RAC coordinator,

USDA, Custer National Forest, 1310
Main Street, Billings, MT 59105; (406)
657—6205 ext 239; e-mail
branderson@fs.fed.us.

Individuals who use
telecommunication devices for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1-800-877—-8339
between 8 a.m. and 8 p.m., Mountain
Standard Time, Monday through Friday.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
meeting is open to the public. The
following business will be conducted:
(1) Reviewing project proposal for
recommending Title II projects; and (2)
Public Comment. Persons who wish to
bring related matters to the attention of
the Committee may file written
statements with the Committee staff
before or after the meeting.

Dated: June 27, 2011.
Timothy W. Bond,
Acting Deputy Forest Supervisor.
[FR Doc. 2011-16557 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-11-P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service

Rogue-Umpqua Resource Advisory
Committee

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: The Rogue-Umpqua Resource
Advisory Committee will meet in
Roseburg, Oregon. The committee is
authorized under the Secure Rural
Schools and Community Self-
Determination Act (Pub. L. 110-343)
(the Act) and operates in compliance
with the Federal Advisory Committee
Act. The purpose of the committee is to
improve collaborative relationships and
to provide advice and recommendations
to the Forest Service concerning projects
and funding consistent with the title II
of the Act. The meeting is open to the
public. The purpose of the meeting is to
review and recommend projects for
funding.

DATES: The meeting will be held July 13,
9 a.m. to 4:15 p.m., and July 14, 8:30
a.m. to 3:30 p.m.

ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at
2900 NW. Stewart Parkway, Roseburg,
Oregon, in the Umpqua National Forest
Supervisor’s Office in the Diamond Lake
Conference Room. Written comments
may be submitted as described under
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION.

All comments, including names and
addresses when provided, are placed in
the record and are available for public
inspection and copying. The public may

inspect comments received at the
Umpqua National Forest Supervisor’s
Office, 2900 NW. Stewart Parkway,
Roseburg, OR. Please call ahead to 541—
672—6601 to facilitate entry into the
building to view comments.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Cheryl Caplan, Public Affairs Officer,
Umpqua National Forest, 541-957-3270
or ccaplan@fs.fed.us.

Individuals who use
telecommunication devices for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1-800-877-8339
between 8 a.m. and 8 p.m., Eastern
Standard Time, Monday through Friday.
Requests for reasonable accommodation
for access to the facility or proceedings
may be made by contacting the person
listed in FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
following business will be conducted:
Approval of agenda and minutes, public
forum opportunity, election of chair,
and review and recommendation of
individual fiscal year 2012 Title II
project nominations. Anyone who
would like to bring related matters to
the attention of the committee may file
written statements with the committee
staff before or after the meeting. The
agenda will include time for people to
make oral statements of three minutes or
less. Individuals wishing to make an
oral statement should request in writing
by July 13 to be scheduled on the
agenda. Written comments and requests
for time for oral comments must be sent
to Umpqua National Forest ATTN:
Cheryl Caplan, 2900 NW. Stewart
Parkway, Roseburg, OR 97471, or by e-
mail to ccaplan@fs.fed.us, or via
facsimile to 541-957-3495.

Dated: June 23, 2011.
Joyce E. Thompson,
Acting Forest Supervisor.
[FR Doc. 2011-16423 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-11-M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Rural Business-Cooperative Service

Inviting Applications for Rural
Business Opportunity Grants

AGENCY: Rural Business-Cooperative
Service, USDA.

ACTION: Notice of Funding Availability
(NOFA).

SUMMARY: Pursuant to 7 CFR part 4284,
subpart G, the Rural Business-
Cooperative Service (RBS), an Agency
within the Rural Development mission
area, announces the availability of
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grants of up to $50,000 per application
for single-state projects from the Rural
Business Opportunity Grant (RBOG)
program for Fiscal Year (FY) 2011, to be
competitively awarded. For multi-state
projects, grant funds of up to $150,000
will be available on a competitive basis.
These limits do not apply to specific
funding for certain specifically
designated rural areas as discussed
below. For FY 2011, approximately $2.5
million is available and will be
distributed as follows: $990,000 is
reserved for projects benefitting
Federally Recognized Native American
Tribes (FRNAT) in rural areas and
$1,488,000 is unreserved. Applicants
should note that in FY 2010 the RBOG
program was highly competitive.
Approximately $2.5 million was
available in reserved and unreserved
funds. The Agency received 430
applications and was able to fund 27
applications, a rate of 6 percent.

DATES: The deadline for the receipt of
both paper and electronic applications
is August 1, 2011. Any applications
received after the deadline will not be
considered for FY 2011 funding.
ADDRESSES: Entities wishing to apply for
assistance should contact a Rural
Development State Office for further
information and copies of the
application package. Applications may
be submitted in electronic or paper
format. Electronic applications must be
submitted through http://
www.grants.gov by following the
directions posted for the RBOG
program. Paper applications must be
submitted to the USDA Rural
Development State Office in the State
where your project is located or, in the
case of multi-state projects, in the State
where the majority of the work will be
conducted. A list of the USDA Rural
Development State Office addresses and
telephone numbers are as follows:

Alabama

USDA Rural Development State Office,
Sterling Centre, Suite 601, 4121
Carmichael Road, Montgomery, AL 36106—
3683, (334) 279-3400/TDD (334) 279-3495.

Alaska

USDA Rural Development State Office, 800
West Evergreen, Suite 201, Palmer, AK
99645-6539, (907) 761-7705/TDD (907)
761-8905.

Arizona

USDA Rural Development State Office, 230
N. 1st Ave., Suite 206, Phoenix, AZ 85003,
(602) 280—8701/TDD (602) 280—-8705.

Arkansas

USDA Rural Development State Office, 700
West Capitol Avenue, Room 3416, Little
Rock, AR 72201-3225, (501) 301-3200/
TDD (501) 301-3279.

California

USDA Rural Development State Office, 430 G
Street, #4169, Davis, CA 95616—4169, (530)
792-5800/TDD (530) 792-5848.

Colorado

USDA Rural Development State Office,
Denver Federal Center, Building 56, Room
2300, P.O. Box 25426, Denver, CO 80225—
0426, (720) 544—2903.

Connecticut (See Massachusetts)

Delaware/Maryland

USDA Rural Development State Office, 1221
College Park Drive, Suite 200, Dover, DE
19904, (302) 857—3580/TDD (302) 857—
3585.

Florida/Virgin Islands

USDA Rural Development State Office, 4440
NW 25th Place, P.O. Box 147010,
Gainesville, FL 32614-7010, (352) 338—
3400/TDD (352) 338-3499.

Georgia
USDA Rural Development State Office,
Stephens Federal Building, 355 E. Hancock

Avenue, Athens, GA 30601-2768, (706)
546-2162/TDD (706) 546—2034.

Hawaii

USDA Rural Development State Office,
Federal Building, Room 311, 54
Waianuenue Avenue, Hilo, HI 96720, (808)
933-8380/TDD (808) 933—8321.

Idaho

USDA Rural Development State Office, 9173
West Barnes Drive, Suite A1, Boise, ID
83709, (208) 378-5600/TDD (208) 378—
5644.

Illinois

USDA Rural Development State Office, 2118
West Park Court, Suite A, Champaign, IL
61821, (217) 403-6200/TDD (217) 403—
6240.

Indiana

USDA Rural Development State Office, 5975
Lakeside Boulevard, Indianapolis, IN
46278, (317) 290—-3100/TDD (317) 290—
3343.

Iowa

USDA Rural Development State Office,
Federal Building, Room 873, 210 Walnut
Street, Des Moines, IA 50309, (515) 284—
4663/TDD (515) 284—4858.

Kansas

USDA Rural Development State Office, 1303
S.W. First American Place, Suite 100,
Topeka, KS 66604—4040, (785) 271-2700/
TDD (785) 271-2767.

Kentucky

USDA Rural Development State Office, 771
Corporate Drive, Suite 200, Lexington, KY
40503, (859) 224—7300/TDD (859) 224—
7422.

Louisiana

USDA Rural Development State Office, 3727
Government Street, Alexandria, LA 71302,
(318) 473-7921/TDD (318) 473-7655.

Maine

USDA Rural Development State Office, 967
Illinois Avenue, Suite 4, P.O. Box 405,
Bangor, ME 04402—-0405, (207) 990-9160/
TDD (207) 942—7331.

Maryland (See Delaware)

Massachusetts/Rhode Island/Connecticut

USDA Rural Development State Office, 451
West Street, Suite 2, Amherst, MA 01002—
2999, (413) 253—4300/TDD (413) 253—-4590.

Michigan
USDA Rural Development State Office, 3001
Coolidge Road, Suite 200, East Lansing, MI

48823, (517) 324-5190/TDD (517) 324—
5169.

Minnesota

USDA Rural Development State Office, 375
Jackson Street, Suite 410, St. Paul, MN
55101-1853, (651) 602—7800/TDD (651)
602-3799.

Mississippi
USDA Rural Development State Office,
Federal Building, Suite 831, 100 West

Capitol Street, Jackson, MS 39269, (601)
965—4316/TDD (601) 965—-5850.

Missouri

USDA Rural Development State Office, 601
Business Loop 70 West, Parkade Center,
Suite 235, Columbia, MO 65203, (573)
876-0976/TDD (573) 876—9480.

Montana

USDA Rural Development State Office, 2229
Boot Hill Court, Bozeman, MT 59715—
7914, (406) 585-2580/TDD (406) 585-2562.

Nebraska

USDA Rural Development State Office,
Federal Building, Room 152, 100
Centennial Mall North, Lincoln, NE 68508,
(402) 437-5551/TDD (402) 437-5093.

Nevada

USDA Rural Development State Office, 1390
South Curry Street, Carson City, NV
89703-5146, (775) 887—1222/TDD (775)
885-0633.

New Hampshire (See Vermont)

New Jersey

USDA Rural Development State Office, 8000
Midlantic Drive, 5th Floor North, Suite
500, Mt. Laurel, NJ 08054, (856) 787—7700/
TDD (856) 787—7784.

New Mexico

USDA Rural Development State Office, 6200
Jefferson Street NE., Room 255,
Albuquerque, NM 87109, (505) 761-4950/
TDD (505) 761—4938.

New York

USDA Rural Development State Office, The
Galleries of Syracuse, 441 South Salina
Street, Suite 357, Syracuse, NY 13202—
2541, (315) 477-6400/TDD (315) 477—6447.

North Carolina

USDA Rural Development State Office, 4405
Bland Road, Suite 260, Raleigh, NC 27609,
(919) 873—-2000/TDD (919) 873-2003.
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North Dakota

USDA Rural Development State Office,
Federal Building, Room 208, 220 East
Rosser, P.O. Box 1737, Bismarck, ND
585021737, (701) 530-2037/TDD (701)
530-2113.

Ohio
USDA Rural Development State Office,
Federal Building, Room 507, 200 North

High Street, Columbus, OH 43215-2418,
(614) 255—2400/TDD (614) 255-2554.

Oklahoma

USDA Rural Development State Office, 100
USDA, Suite 108, Stillwater, OK 74074—
2654, (405) 742—1000/TDD (405) 742—1007.

Oregon

USDA Rural Development State Office, 1201
NE Lloyd Blvd., Suite 801, Portland, OR
97232, (503) 414-3300/TDD (503) 414—
3387.

Pennsylvania

USDA Rural Development State Office, One
Credit Union Place, Suite 330, Harrisburg,
PA 17110-2996, (717) 237—2299/TDD (717)
237-2261.

Puerto Rico

USDA Rural Development State Office, IBM
Building, Suite 601, 654 Munos Rivera
Avenue, San Juan, PR 00918-6106, (787)
766—5095/TDD (787) 766-5332.

Rhode Island (see Massachusetts).

South Carolina

USDA Rural Development State Office, Strom
Thurmond Federal Building, 1835
Assembly Street, Room 1007, Columbia, SC
29201, (803) 765-5163/TDD (803) 765—
5697.

South Dakota

USDA Rural Development State Office,
Federal Building, Room 210, 200 Fourth
Street, SW., Huron, SD 57350, (605) 352—
1100/TDD (605) 352—1147.

Tennessee

USDA Rural Development State Office, 3322
West End Avenue, Suite 300, Nashville,
TN 37203-1084, (615) 783—1300.

Texas

USDA Rural Development State Office,
Federal Building, Suite 102, 101 South
Main, Temple, TX 76501, (254) 742—9700/
TDD (254) 742-9712.

Utah

USDA Rural Development State Office,
Wallace F. Bennett Federal Building, 125
South State Street, Room 4311, Salt Lake
City, UT 84138, (801) 524—4320/TDD (801)
524-3309.

Vermont/New Hampshire

USDA Rural Development State Office, City
Center, 3rd Floor, 89 Main Street,
Montpelier, VT 05602, (802) 828—6000/
TDD (802) 223—-6365.

Virgin Islands (See Florida)

Virginia

USDA Rural Development State Office, 1606
Santa Rosa Road, Suite 238, Richmond, VA

23229-5014, (804) 287-1550/TDD (804)
287-1753.

Washington

USDA Rural Development State Office, 1835
Black Lake Boulevard SW., Suite B,
Olympia, WA 98512-5715, (360) 704—
7740/TDD (360) 704—7760.

West Virginia

USDA Rural Development State Office, 75
High Street, Room 320, Morgantown, WV

26505-7500, (304) 284—4860/TDD (304)
284-4836.

Wisconsin
USDA Rural Development State Office, 4949

Kirschling Court, Stevens Point, WI 54481,
(715) 345—7600/TDD (715) 345-7614.

Wyoming
USDA Rural Development State Office, 100
East B, Federal Building, Room 1005, P.O.

Box 11005, Casper, WY 82602-5006, (307)
233-6700/TDD (307) 233-6733.

U.S. Territories
Guam (See Hawaii)

Western Pacific (See Hawaii)

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Office of the Deputy Administrator,
Cooperative Programs, Rural Business-
Cooperative Service, United States
Department of Agriculture, 1400
Independence Avenue, SW., MS-3250,
Room 4016—South, Washington, DC
20250-3250, (202) 720-8460.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Overview

Federal Agency: Rural Business-
Cooperative Service (RBS).

Funding Opportunity Type: Rural
Business Opportunity Grants.

Announcement Type: Funding
Announcement.

Catalog of Federal Domestic
Assistance Number: 10.773.

DATES: Application Deadline:
Applications must be received no later
than August 1, 2011, to be eligible for
FY 2011 grant funding. Applications
received after this date will not be
eligible for FY 2011 grant funding.

I. Funding Opportunity Description

The RBOG program is authorized
under section 306(a)(11) of the
Consolidated Farm and Rural
Development Act (CONACT) (7 U.S.C.
1926(a)(11)). The program regulations
are found at 7 CFR part 4284, subpart
G and are incorporated by reference in
this Notice. In addition, the General
requirements for Cooperative Services
Grant Programs found at 7 CFR part
4284, subpart A, also apply and are also

incorporated by reference in this Notice.
The USDA Rural Development State
Offices administer the RBOG program
on behalf of USDA Rural Development
at the State level. The primary objective
of the program is to improve the
economic conditions of rural areas.
Assistance provided to rural areas under
this program may include technical
assistance for business development and
economic development planning. To
ensure that a broad range of
communities have the opportunity to
benefit from the program, no grant will
exceed $50,000, unless it is a multi-
State project, in which case, the
maximum grant amount is $150,000. As
indicated in the summary, these limits
do not apply to any specified funding
for rural areas designated as FRNAT.

Definitions

The definitions are published at
7 CFR 4284.603.

II. Award Information

Type of Award: Grant.

Fiscal Year Funds: FY 2011.

Total Funding: $2,478,000 distributed
as follows: $990,000 is reserved for
projects benefitting FRNAT in rural
areas and $1,488,000 is unreserved.

Approximate Number of Awards: 27.

Maximum Award: $50,000 for single-
State projects; $150,000 for multi-State
projects; no limit for FRNAT projects.

Anticipated Award Date: September
30, 2011.

III. Eligibility Information
A. Eligible Applicants

Grants may be made to public bodies,
nonprofit corporations, Indian tribes on
Federal or State reservations and other
federally recognized tribal groups, and
cooperatives with members that are
primarily rural residents and that
conduct activities for the mutual benefit
of the members. For additional
information on applicant eligibility,
please see 7 CFR 4284.620.

B. Cost Sharing or Matching
Matching funds are not required.

C. Other Eligibility Requirements

Applications must propose to use
project funds, including grant and any
leveraged funds, for eligible grant
purposes, as described in 7 CFR
4284.621. Ineligible grant purposes are
listed in 7 CFR 4284.629.

D. Completeness Eligibility

Applications will not be considered
for funding if they do not provide
sufficient information to determine
eligibility or are missing required
elements. The required elements of a
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complete application can be found at 7
CFR 4284.638.

IV. Fiscal Year 2011 Application and
Submission Information

A. Address To Request Application
Package

For further information, entities
wishing to apply for assistance should
contact the USDA Rural Development
State Office identified in the ADDRESSES
section of this notice to obtain copies of
the application package.

To submit applications electronically
through the Grants.gov Web site at:
http://www.grants.gov. Applications
may not be submitted electronically in
any way other than through Grants.gov.

e When you enter the Grants.gov Web
site, you will find information about
submitting an application electronically
through the site as well as the hours of
operation. USDA Rural Development
strongly recommends that you do not
wait until the application deadline date
to begin the application process through
Grants.gov. Applicants must have a Dun
and Bradstreet Data Universal
Numbering System (DUNS) number,
which can be obtained at no cost via a
toll-free request line at 1-866—705—
5711.

e Similarly, applicants must maintain
registration in the Central Contractor
Registration (CCR) database, in
accordance with 2 CFR Part 215.
Applicants may register for the CCR at
https://
www.uscontractorregistration.com/, or
by calling (877) 252—2700.

¢ You must submit all documents
electronically through the Web site,
including all information typically
included on the application for RBOGs
and all necessary assurances and
certifications.

o After electronically submitting an
application through the Web site, the
applicant will receive an automatic
acknowledgement from Grants.gov that
contains a Grants.gov tracking number.

e USDA Rural Development may
request that the applicant provide
original signatures on forms at a later
date.

Please note that applicants can locate
the downloadable application package
for this program by using a keyword, the
program name, the Catalog of Federal
Domestic Assistance Number, or the
Funding Opportunity Number.

B. Content and Form of Submission

An application must contain all of the
required elements as described at 7 CFR
4284.638. Copies of 7 CFR part 4284,
subpart G, will be provided to any
interested applicant making a request to

a USDA Rural Development State Office
listed in this notice, or can be obtained
at the Rural Development web link:
http://www.rurdev.usda.gov/
rd_instructions.html.

C. Submission Date and Time

Application Deadline date: August 1,
2011.

Explanation of Deadlines: Paper
applications must be in the USDA Rural
Development State Office by the
deadline date, 4 p.m. local time.
Electronic applications submitted
through Grants.gov will be accepted by
the system through midnight eastern
time on the deadline date.

V. Application Review Information

Each application will be reviewed to
determine if it is eligible for assistance
based on the requirements in 7 CFR part
4284, subpart G as well as other
applicable Federal regulations. Eligible
applications will be tentatively scored
by the USDA Rural Development State
Offices and submitted to the National
Office for final review and selection.
Note that each selection priority
criterion outlined in 7 CFR 4284.639
must be addressed in the application.
Failure to address any of the criteria
will result in a zero-point score for that
criterion and will impact the overall
evaluation of the application.

The National Office will review the
scores based on the grant selection
criteria and weights contained in 7 CFR
4284.639. Applications for FRNAT
designated funds will be funded in rank
order and must achieve a score of at
least 60 points out of a possible of 100
points for criteria paragraphs (a) through
(e) in order to be funded.

Applicants are advised that the
Administrator reserves the right to
award discretionary points as
designated in 7 CFR 4284.639(f). For
this FY, the Administrator may consider
awarding these discretionary points to
applications that propose to engage in
regional economic development
activities in the key strategy areas of: (1)
Creating or supporting local and
regional food systems (especially
supporting the creation of retail outlets
of healthy foods in areas that lack
sufficient outlets), (2) creating or
supporting renewable energy
generation, (3) using broadband or other
critical infrastructure to create economic
development, (4) creating or supporting
access to capital in rural areas, and (5)
creating or supporting innovative
utilization of natural resources for
economic development.

Applicants who wish to be considered
for these discretionary points must
provide the following additional

information in their applications: (1) A
description of the multi-county or
multi-State region that will be the focus
of the project, (2) a narrative description
that identifies how the project will
primarily support one of the five key
strategies described above, (3) a
narrative description identifying the
partnerships that will be utilized or
created to accomplish the regional
economic development work, and (4) a
narrative description of how the
proposed project is expected to become
a “best practice” that can be transferred
to another region or key strategy area.
The Administrator will consider the
applications providing this information
for discretionary points by assessing
how the project evidences the following:
(1) Clear leadership, (2) a common
economic basis shared by the counties
or States within the region, (3) capacity
of the key personnel and partnering
organizations to complete the proposed
work, (4) collaboration with and/or
investment from a broad range of
institutions, (5) broad citizen
participation in the proposed project, (6)
demographic diversity in the region,
and (7) adequate funding to
disadvantaged communities.

VI. Award Administration Information
A. Award Notices

Successful applicants will receive
notification regarding funding from the
USDA Rural Development State Office.
Applicants must comply with all
applicable statutes and regulations
before the grant award will be approved.
Unsuccessful applicants will receive
notification, including mediation
procedures and appeal rights, by mail.

B. Administrative and National Policy
Requirements

Additional requirements that apply to
grantees selected for this program can be
found in 7 CFR part 4284, subpart G,
parts 3015, 3016, 3019, 3052, and 2 CFR
part 417. All recipients of Federal
financial assistance are required to
comply with the Federal Funding
Accountability and Transparency Act of
2006 and must report information about
subawards and executive compensation
in accordance with 2 CFR part 170.

VII. Agency Contacts

For general questions about this
announcement, please contact the
USDA Rural Development State Office
located in your State as identified in the
ADDRESSES section of this notice.

Nondiscrimination Statement

The U.S. Department of Agriculture
(USDA) prohibits discrimination in all
its programs and activities on the basis
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of race, color, national origin, age,
disability, and where applicable, sex,
marital status, familial status, parental
status, religion, sexual orientation,
genetic information, political beliefs,
reprisal, or because all or part of an
individual’s income is derived from any
public assistance program. (Not all
prohibited bases apply to all programs.)
Persons with disabilities who require
alternative means for communication of
program information (braille, large
print, audiotape, etc.) should contact
USDA’s TARGET Center at (202) 720—
2600 (voice and TDD).

To file a complaint of discrimination,
write to USDA, Assistant Secretary for
Civil Rights, Office of the Assistant
Secretary for Civil Rights, 1400
Independence Avenue, SW., Stop 9410,
Washington, DC 20250-9410, or call
toll-free at (866) 632—9992 (English) or
(800) 877-8339 (TDD) or (866) 377—8642
(English Federal-relay) or (800) 845—
6136 (Spanish Federal-relay). USDA is
an equal opportunity provider, lender,
and employer.

Appeal Process

All adverse determinations regarding
applicant eligibility and the awarding of
points as part of the selection process
are appealable pursuant to 7 CFR part
11. Instructions on the appeal process
will be provided at the time an
applicant is notified of the adverse
decision.

Dated: June 23, 2011.
Judith A. Canales,

Administrator, Rural Business-Cooperative
Service.

[FR Doc. 2011-16555 Filed 6-30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-XY-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

The Department of Commerce will
submit to the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) for clearance the
following proposal for collection of
information under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C.
chapter 35).

Agency: U.S. Census Bureau.

Title: Census Employment Inquiry.

OMB Control Number: 0607—0139.

Form Number(s): BC-170A, BC-170B,
BC-170D.

Type of Request: Revision of a
currently approved collection.

Burden Hours: 16,250.

Number of Respondents: 65,000.

Average Hours per Response:

15 minutes.

Needs and Uses: The Census Bureau
requests continued OMB approval for
the BC-170A, BC-170B, and the BC—
170D, Census Employment Inquiry. We
are also requesting minor modifications
to the data collected. The BC-170 is
used to collect information such as
personal data and work experience from
job applicants. Selecting officials review
the information shown on the form to
evaluate an applicant’s eligibility for
employment and to determine the best
qualified applicants to fill Census jobs.

The BC-170 is completed by job
applicants before or at the time they are
tested. Selecting officials will review the
information shown on the form and
determine the applicant’s employment
suitability. Failure to collect this
information could result in the hiring of
unsuitable and/or unqualified workers.

The BC-170 is used throughout the
census and intercensal periods for the
special census, pretests, and dress
rehearsals for short-term time limited
appointments. Applicants completing
the form BC-170D for a census related
position are applying for temporary jobs
in office and field positions (clerks,
enumerators, crew leaders, supervisors).
In addition, as an option to the OF-612,
Optional Application for Federal
Employment, the BC-170A may be used
when applying for temporary/
permanent office and field positions
(clerks, field representatives,
supervisors) on a recurring survey in
one of the Census Bureau’s 12 Regional
Offices (ROs) throughout the United
States. The Form BC-170B is used for
special censuses for temporary field
positions (enumerators).

The use of this form is limited to only
situations which require the
establishment of a temporary office and/
or involve special, one-time or recurring
survey operations at one of the ROs. In
preparation for the next decennial
census, the BC-170 is intended to
expedite hiring and selection in
situations requiring large numbers of
temporary employees for assignments of
a limited duration. The form has been
demonstrated to meet our recruitment
needs for temporary workers and
requires significantly less burden than
the Office of Personnel Management
(OPM) Optional Forms that are available
for use by the public when applying for
Federal positions.

The form has been slightly modified
for specific usage by each of the three
areas of usage. The variation of forms by
operation is to collect specific data
needed based on the nature of the
operation. The area of difference relates
to the collection of work history. A
cover sheet is attached to each
respective BC—170 to provide applicants

with a brief description of their
prospective job duties with the Census
Bureau; the cover sheet message will
vary for decennial, special censuses, or
recurring survey positions.
Affected Public: Individuals.
Frequency: One time.

Respondent’s Obligation: Required to
obtain benefits.

Legal Authority: Title 13 U.S.C. 23a
and c.

OMB Desk Officer: Brian Harris-
Kojetin, (202) 395-7314.

Copies of the above information
collection proposal can be obtained by
calling or writing Diana Hynek,
Departmental Paperwork Clearance
Officer, (202) 482—0266, Department of
Commerce, Room 6616, 14th and
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington,
DC 20230 (or via the Internet at
dhynek@doc.gov).

Written comments and
recommendations for the proposed
information collection should be sent
within 30 days of publication of this
notice to Brian Harris-Kojetin, OMB
Desk Officer either by fax (202-395—
7245) or e-mail (bharrisk@omb.eop.gov).

Dated: June 28, 2011.

Glenna Mickelson,

Management Analyst, Office of the Chief
Information Officer.

[FR Doc. 2011-16566 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-07-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Bureau of Industry and Security

Sensors and Instrumentation
Technical Advisory Committee; Notice
of Partially Closed Meeting

The Sensors and Instrumentation
Technical Advisory Committee (SITAC)
will meet on July 26, 2011, 9:30 a.m., in
the Herbert C. Hoover Building, Room
3884, 14th Street between Constitution
and Pennsylvania Avenues, NW.,
Washington, DC. The Committee
advises the Office of the Assistant
Secretary for Export Administration on
technical questions that affect the level
of export controls applicable to sensors
and instrumentation equipment and
technology.

Agenda
Public Session

1. Welcome and Introductions.

2. Remarks from the Bureau of
Industry and Security Management.

3. Industry Presentations.
4. New Business.
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Closed Session

5. Discussion of matters determined to
be exempt from the provisions relating
to public meetings found in 5 U.S.C.
app. 2 §§10(a)(1) and 10(a)(3).

The open session will be accessible
via teleconference to 20 participants on
a first come, first serve basis. To join the
conference, submit inquiries to Ms.
Yvette Springer at
Yspringer@bis.doc.gov no later than July
19, 2011.

A limited number of seats will be
available during the public session of
the meeting. Reservations are not
accepted. To the extent that time
permits, members of the public may
present oral statements to the
Committee. The public may submit
written statements at any time before or
after the meeting. However, to facilitate
distribution of public presentation
materials to the Committee members,
the Committee suggests that the
materials be forwarded before the
meeting to Ms. Springer.

The Assistant Secretary for
Administration, with the concurrence of
the General Counsel, formally
determined on December 14, 2010
pursuant to Section 10(d) of the Federal
Advisory Committee Act, as amended
(5 U.S.C. app. 2 § 10(d)), that the portion
of this meeting dealing with pre-
decisional changes to the Commerce
Control List and U.S. export control
policies shall be exempt from the
provisions relating to public meetings
found in 5 U.S.C. app. 2 §§10(a)(1) and
10(a)(3). The remaining portions of the
meeting will be open to the public.

For more information contact Yvette
Springer on (202) 482—2813.

Dated: June 28, 2011.

Yvette Springer,

Committee Liaison Officer.

[FR Doc. 2011-16665 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-JT-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
International Trade Administration

Antidumping or Countervailing Duty
Order, Finding, or Suspended
Investigation; Opportunity To Request
Administrative Review

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sheila E. Forbes, Office of AD/CVD
Operations, Customs Unit, Import
Administration, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20230,
telephone: (202) 482—-4697.

Background

Each year during the anniversary
month of the publication of an
antidumping or countervailing duty
order, finding, or suspension of
investigation, an interested party, as
defined in section 771(9) of the Tariff
Act of 1930, as amended (‘“‘the Act”),
may request, in accordance with 19 CFR
351.213 of the Department of Commerce
(“the Department”) regulations, that the
Department conduct an administrative
review of that antidumping or
countervailing duty order, finding, or
suspended investigation.

All deadlines for the submission of
comments or actions by the Department
discussed below refer to the number of
calendar days from the applicable
starting date.

Respondent Selection

In the event the Department limits the
number of respondents for individual
examination for administrative reviews
initiated pursuant to requests made for
the orders identified below, the
Department intends to select
respondents based on U.S. Customs and
Border Protection (“CBP”’) data for U.S.
imports during the period of review. We
intend to release the CBP data under
Administrative Protective Order
(“APO”) to all parties having an APO
within five days of publication of the
initiation notice and to make our
decision regarding respondent selection
within 21 days of publication of the
initiation Federal Register notice.
Therefore, we encourage all parties
interested in commenting on respondent
selection to submit their APO
applications on the date of publication
of the initiation notice, or as soon
thereafter as possible. The Department
invites comments regarding the CBP
data and respondent selection within
five days of placement of the CBP data
on the record of the review.

In the event the Department decides
it is necessary to limit individual
examination of respondents and
conduct respondent selection under
section 777A(c)(2) of the Act:

In general, the Department has found
that determinations concerning whether
particular companies should be
“collapsed” (i.e., treated as a single
entity for purposes of calculating
antidumping duty rates) require a
substantial amount of detailed
information and analysis, which often
require follow-up questions and
analysis. Accordingly, the Department
will not conduct collapsing analyses at
the respondent selection phase of this
review and will not collapse companies
at the respondent selection phase unless
there has been a determination to
collapse certain companies in a
previous segment of this antidumping
proceeding (i.e., investigation,
administrative review, new shipper
review or changed circumstances
review). For any company subject to this
review, if the Department determined,
or continued to treat, that company as
collapsed with others, the Department
will assume that such companies
continue to operate in the same manner
and will collapse them for respondent
selection purposes. Otherwise, the
Department will not-collapse companies
for purposes of respondent selection.
Parties are requested to (a) Identify
which companies subject to review
previously were collapsed, and (b)
provide a citation to the proceeding in
which they were collapsed. Further, if
companies are requested to complete
the Quantity and Value Questionnaire
for purposes of respondent selection, in
general each company must report
volume and value data separately for
itself. Parties should not include data
for any other party, even if they believe
they should be treated as a single entity
with that other party. If a company was
collapsed with another company or
companies in the most recently
completed segment of this proceeding
where the Department considered
collapsing that entity, complete quantity
and value data for that collapsed entity
must be submitted.

Opportunity To Request a Review: Not
later than the last day of July 2011,?
interested parties may request
administrative review of the following
orders, findings, or suspended
investigations, with anniversary dates in
July for the following periods:

10r the next business day, if the deadline falls
on a weekend, Federal holiday or any other day
when the Department is closed.
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Period of review

Antidumping Duty Proceedings

Finland: CarboxymethylCellUIOSe, A—405—803 .........cociiiiiiiiiiie ettt ettt ettt ettt et e s et et e e sas e e bt e e ae e e saeesareebeeeabeenneeenneens
Germany: Stainless Steel Sheet and Strip in Coils, A—428-825 ...
India: Polyethylene Terephthalate (PET) Film, A-533-824 ..
Iran: IN-Shell PisStachios, A—B07—502 .........ccctiitiiiiaiiieieeee et et teesaeeabeeaaeeaaaeeste e s eeaabeeaaeeaaseeaaseebeeaseeabeesaseeseeanbeenneeanseean
Italy:

Certain Pasta, A—475—818 .......cuveeiiiieieiiitieee ettt e e e e ettt e e e e e e et taeeeeeeeeaesasaeeaeeeesassaaeeeeesaaassaeeeeeeaaabaseeeaeeeaanrareeeeeesannrrrees

Stainless Steel Sheet and Strip in Coils, A-475-824
Japan:

Clad StEEI Plate, A—588—838 ........cccceiiiiiiiiiie e e eeiitie et e e e e eet et e e e e et et aeeeeeeeetea—aeeeeeeeaasbeaeeeeeeaaaataeeeeaeaaaabaaaeaaeeeaanrareeeeeeaaannnrees

Stainless Steel Sheet and Strip in Coils, A-588—-845

Polyvinyl Alcohol, A-588-861
Mexico:

Stainless Steel Sheet and Strip iN COilS, A—201—822 .........ooiiiiiiieiiie e e e st e e s aee e e sae e e sanseeesasseaesseeeesneeeas

Carboxymethylcellulose, A—201-834 ..........ccceevuenee.
Netherlands: Carboxymethylcellulose, A—421-811
Russia:

Solid Urea, A—821-801

Ferrovanadium and Nitrided Vanadium, A—821-807 ..................
South Korea: Stainless Steel Sheet and Strip in Coils, A-580-834 .
Sweden: CarboxymethylCellUIoSE, A—40T—808 ........c.ooiiiiiiiiieie ettt et sa e e st e e sbe e e bt e saeeebeesaeeebeessbeeabeesneeenseesnbeesseeanne
Taiwan:

Polyethylene Terephthalate (PET) Film, A—B583—837 ......coiciiiiiiiiiiie ettt sttt sae e e be e sab e e sbe e snseesaeesaeeeneeas

Stainless Steel Sheet and Strip in Coils, A-583-831 ..........
Thailand: Carbon Steel Butt-Weld Pipe Fittings, A-549-807
The People’s Republic of China:

Carbon Steel Butt-Weld Pipe Fittings, A—570—814 .....coiii ittt ettt e b e s b e e be e st e e sbeeanbeesaeesaneenneas

Certain Potassium Phosphate Salts, A-570-962 ...

Steel Grating, A—570-947 .....coi i

Circular Welded Carbon Quality Steel Pipe, A-570-910 ....

Persulfates, A—570—847 ......ccueeeeeeeeeiieeeee e eeiiaees

Saccharin, A-570-878 ...............
Turkey: Certain Pasta, A—489-805 ...
UKraing: Solid UrEa, A—823—801 .......cooiiiiiiiiiiiieie e e ettt e e et et ettt e e e e e et aeeeeeeeseeabaaeeeeeeeaasssaeeeeeeesasasseeeeeeeaassssseeeeesaaassssneeeeeseansnnnees

Countervailing Duty Proceedings

India: Polyethylene Terephthalate (PET) Film, C—533—825 ...ttt sttt
[taly: Certain Pasta, C—a475—819 .. ... ittt sttt sttt e e s aee e bt e e ae e e aheesabe e b eeea b e e eheeembeeeaeeeabeeaReeebeesateabeeanbeenneeanneaan
The People’s Republic of China:
Potassium Phosphate Salts, C—570—063 ...........coiiiiiiiiaiie ettt rte e et be e s e e e e aeesaeeeabeeanbeesaeeanbeesaseebeeanseesneesaseenneas
Steel Grating, C—570—948 ........o ittt ettt ra ettt e sas e b e e e ae e e bt e e et et e e ee bt e R et e et e be e e b e e be e e b e narenneenans
Circular Welded Carbon-Quality Steel Pipe, C-570-911
Pre-Stressed Concrete Steel Wire Strand, C-570-946
Turkey: Certain Pasta, C—489—806 ............ceciieiiiaiuiaiiiaiie et arteeaeeesaeesaeeassee e st e saeeaseesaseaabeeaaseeaaeeaaseesaeeaabeeaseeasessabeebeeenbeeaneeanseenn

Suspension Agreements
Russia: Certain Hot-Rolled Carbon Steel Flat Products, A—821-809

7/1/10-6/30/11
7/1/10-6/30/11
7/1/10-6/30/11
7/1/10-6/30/11

7/1/10-6/30/11
7/1/10-6/30/11

7/1/10-6/30/11
7/1/10-6/30/11
7/1/10-6/30/11

7/1/10-6/30/11
7/1/10-7/10/10
7/1/10-6/30/11

7/1/10-6/30/11
7/1/10-6/30/11
7/1/10-6/30/11
7/1/10-7/10/10

7/1/10-6/30/11
7/1/10-6/30/11
7/1/10-6/30/11

7/1/10-6/30/11
3/16/10-6/30/11
1/6/10-6/30/11
7/1/10-6/30/11
7/1/10-6/30/11
7/1/10-6/30/11
7/1/10-6/30/11
7/1/10-6/30/11

1/1/10-12/31/10
1/1/10-12/31/10

3/8/10-12/31/10
11/3/09-12/31/10
1/1/10-12/31/10
11/2/09-12/31/10
1/1/10-12/31/10

7/1/10-6/30/11

In accordance with 19 CFR
351.213(b), an interested party as
defined by section 771(9) of the Act may
request in writing that the Secretary
conduct an administrative review. For
both antidumping and countervailing
duty reviews, the interested party must
specify the individual producers or
exporters covered by an antidumping
finding or an antidumping or
countervailing duty order or suspension
agreement for which it is requesting a
review. In addition, a domestic
interested party or an interested party
described in section 771(9)(B) of the Act
must state why it desires the Secretary
to review those particular producers or
exporters.2 If the interested party

2If the review request involves a non-market
economy and the parties subject to the review
request do not qualify for separate rates, all other
exporters of subject merchandise from the non-

intends for the Secretary to review sales
of merchandise by an exporter (or a
producer if that producer also exports
merchandise from other suppliers)
which were produced in more than one
country of origin and each country of
origin is subject to a separate order, then
the interested party must state
specifically, on an order-by-order basis,
which exporter(s) the request is
intended to cover.

Please note that, for any party the
Department was unable to locate in
prior segments, the Department will not
accept a request for an administrative
review of that party absent new
information as to the party’s location.
Moreover, if the interested party who

market economy country who do not have a

separate rate will be covered by the review as part
of the single entity of which the named firms are
a part.

files a request for review is unable to
locate the producer or exporter for
which it requested the review, the
interested party must provide an
explanation of the attempts it made to
locate the producer or exporter at the
same time it files its request for review,
in order for the Secretary to determine
if the interested party’s attempts were
reasonable, pursuant to 19 CFR
351.303(f)(3)(ii).

As explained in Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Proceedings:
Assessment of Antidumping Duties, 68
FR 23954 (May 6, 2003), the Department
has clarified its practice with respect to
the collection of final antidumping
duties on imports of merchandise where
intermediate firms are involved. The
public should be aware of this
clarification in determining whether to
request an administrative review of
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merchandise subject to antidumping
findings and orders. See also the Import
Administration Web site at http://
ia.ita.doc.gov.

Six copies of the request should be
submitted to the Assistant Secretary for
Import Administration, International
Trade Administration, Room 1870, U.S.
Department of Commerce, 14th Street
and Constitution Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC 20230. The Department
also asks parties to serve a copy of their
requests to the Office of Antidumping/
Countervailing Operations, Attention:
Sheila Forbes, in room 3508 of the main
Commerce Building. Further, in
accordance with 19 CFR 351.303(f)(1)(i),
a copy of each request must be served
on the petitioner and each exporter or
producer specified in the request.

The Department will publish in the
Federal Register a notice of “Initiation
of Administrative Review of
Antidumping or Countervailing Duty
Order, Finding, or Suspended
Investigation” for requests received by
the last day of July 2011. If the
Department does not receive, by the last
day of July 2011, a request for review of
entries covered by an order, finding, or
suspended investigation listed in this
notice and for the period identified
above, the Department will instruct the
CBP to assess antidumping or
countervailing duties on those entries at

a rate equal to the cash deposit of (or
bond for) estimated antidumping or
countervailing duties required on those
entries at the time of entry, or
withdrawal from warehouse, for
consumption and to continue to collect
the cash deposit previously ordered.

For the first administrative review of
any order, there will be no assessment
of antidumping or countervailing duties
on entries of subject merchandise
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse,
for consumption during the relevant
provisional-measures “gap” period, of
the order, if such a gap period is
applicable to the period of review.

This notice is not required by statute
but is published as a service to the
international trading community.

Dated: June 28, 2011.

Christian Marsh,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Antidumping
and Countervailing Duty Operations.

[FR Doc. 2011-16630 Filed 6-30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
International Trade Administration

Antidumping or Countervailing Duty
Order, Finding, or Suspended
Investigation; Advance Notification of
Sunset Reviews

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

Background

Every five years, pursuant to section
751(c) of the Tariff Act of 1930, as
amended (‘“‘the Act”), the Department of
Commerce (“‘the Department”) and the
International Trade Commission
automatically initiate and conduct a
review to determine whether revocation
of a countervailing or antidumping duty
order or termination of an investigation
suspended under section 704 or 734 of
the Act would be likely to lead to
continuation or recurrence of dumping
or a countervailable subsidy (as the case
may be) and of material injury.

Upcoming Sunset Reviews for August
2011

The following Sunset Reviews are
scheduled for initiation in August 2011
and will appear in that month’s Notice
of Initiation of Five-Year Sunset
Reviews.

Department
Contact

Antidumping Duty Proceedings

Tapered Roller Bearings and Parts Thereof from the PRC (A-570-601) (3rd Review)
Silicomanganese from the PRC (A-570-828) (3rd Review)
Silicomanganese from Brazil (A—351-824) (3rd Review)
Silicomanganese from Ukraine (A—823-805) (3rd Review)
Lined Paper Products (a.k.a. Lined Paper School Supplies) from India (A—533—-843)
Lined Paper Products (a.k.a. Lined Paper School Supplies) from Indonesia (A-560-818)
Lined Paper Products (a.k.a. Lined Paper School Supplies) from the PRC (A-570-901)

Ball Bearings and Parts Thereof from France (A—427-801)(3rd Review)
Ball Bearings and Parts Thereof from Germany (A—428-801)(3rd Review)
Ball Bearings and Parts Thereof from Italy (A—475-801)(3rd Review)
Ball Bearings and Parts Thereof from Japan (A—588-804)(3rd Review)

Ball Bearings and Parts Thereof from United Kingdom (A—412-801) (3rd Review)

Countervailing Duty Proceedings

Lined Paper Products (a.k.a. Lined Paper School Supplies) from India (C-533-844)

Lined Paper Products (a.k.a. Lined Paper School Supplies) from Indonesia (C—560-819)

Julia Hancock (202) 482—
1394

Julia Hancock (202) 482—
1394

Dana Mermelstein (202)
482—-1391

Dana Mermelstein (202)
482-1391

David Goldberger (202)
482-4136

David Goldberger (202)
4824136

David Goldberger (202)
482-4136

Dana Mermelstein (202)
482-1391

Dana Mermelstein (202)
482—-1391

Dana Mermelstein (202)
482-1391

Dana Mermelstein (202)
482-1391

Dana Mermelstein (202)
482—-1391

David Goldberger (202)
482-4136

David Goldberger (202)
482-4136
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Suspended Investigations

No Sunset Review of suspended
investigations is scheduled for initiation
in August 2011.

The Department’s procedures for the
conduct of Sunset Reviews are set forth
in 19 CFR 351.218. Guidance on
methodological or analytical issues
relevant to the Department’s conduct of
Sunset Reviews is set forth in the
Department’s Policy Bulletin 98.3—
Policies Regarding the Conduct of Five-
year (“Sunset”’) Reviews of
Antidumping and Countervailing Duty
Orders; Policy Bulletin, 63 FR 18871
(April 16, 1998). The Notice of Initiation
of Five-Year (“Sunset”) Reviews
provides further information regarding
what is required of all parties to
participate in Sunset Reviews.

Pursuant to 19 CFR 351.103(c), the
Department will maintain and make
available a service list for these
proceedings. To facilitate the timely
preparation of the service list(s), it is
requested that those seeking recognition
as interested parties to a proceeding
contact the Department in writing
within 10 days of the publication of the
Notice of Initiation.

Please note that if the Department
receives a Notice of Intent to Participate
from a member of the domestic industry
within 15 days of the date of initiation,
the review will continue. Thereafter,
any interested party wishing to
participate in the Sunset Review must
provide substantive comments in
response to the notice of initiation no
later than 30 days after the date of
initiation.

This notice is not required by statute
but is published as a service to the
international trading community.

Dated: June 21, 2011.
Christian Marsh,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Antidumping
and Countervailing Duty Operations.

[FR Doc. 2011-16625 Filed 6-30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-580-839, A-583-833]

Certain Polyester Staple Fiber From
the Republic of Korea and Taiwan:
Final Results of the Expedited Sunset
Reviews of the Antidumping Duty
Orders

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.
SUMMARY: On March 1, 2011, the
Department of Commerce (the

Department) initiated the second sunset
reviews of the antidumping duty orders
on polyester staple fiber (PSF) from the
Republic of Korea (Korea) and Taiwan,
pursuant to section 751(c) of the Tariff
Act of 1930, as amended (the Act). See
Initiation of Five-Year (“‘Sunset”)
Review, 76 FR 11202 (March 1, 2011)
(Notice of Initiation). The Department
has conducted expedited (120-day)
sunset reviews of these orders. As a
result of these sunset reviews, the
Department finds that revocation of the
antidumping duty orders would be
likely to lead to continuation or
recurrence of dumping as indicated in
the “Final Results of Reviews” section
of this notice.

DATES: Effective Date: July 1, 2011.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michael A. Romani or Minoo Hatten,
AD/CVD Operations, Office 5, Import
Administration, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20230;
telephone: (202) 482—0198 or (202) 482—
1690, respectively.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On March 1, 2011, the Department
initiated sunset reviews of the
antidumping duty orders on PSF from
Korea and Taiwan pursuant to section
751(c) of the Act. See Notice of
Initiation. The Department received a
notice of intent to participate from DAK
Americas, LLC, Palmetto Synthetics
LLC, and U.S. Fibers (collectively, the
domestic interested parties) within the
deadline specified in 19 CFR
351.218(d)(1)(i). The domestic
interested parties claimed interested-
party status under section 771(9)(C) of
the Act as manufacturers of a domestic
like product in the United States. We
received a complete substantive
response from the domestic interested
parties within the 30-day deadline
specified in 19 CFR 351.218(d)(3)(i). We
received no responses from any
respondent interested parties. As a
result, pursuant to section 751(c)(3)(B)
of the Act and 19 CFR
351.218(e)(1)(i1)(C)(2), the Department is
conducting expedited (120-day) sunset
reviews of the antidumping duty orders
on PSF from Korea and Taiwan.

Scope of the Orders

The product covered by the orders is
PSF. PSF is defined as synthetic staple
fibers, not carded, combed or otherwise
processed for spinning, of polyesters
measuring 3.3 decitex (3 denier,
inclusive) or more in diameter. This
merchandise is cut to lengths varying

from one inch (25 mm) to five inches
(127 mm). The merchandise subject to
the orders may be coated, usually with
a silicon or other finish, or not coated.
PSF is generally used as stuffing in
sleeping bags, mattresses, ski jackets,
comforters, cushions, pillows, and
furniture. Merchandise of less than 3.3
decitex (less than 3 denier) currently
classifiable in the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (HTSUS)
at subheading 5503.20.00.20 is
specifically excluded from the orders.
Also specifically excluded from the
orders are PSF of 10 to 18 denier that
are cut to lengths of 6 to 8 inches (fibers
used in the manufacture of carpeting).
In addition, low-melt PSF is excluded
from the orders. Low-melt PSF is
defined as a bi-component fiber with an
outer sheath that melts at a significantly
lower temperature than its inner core.
The merchandise subject to the orders
is currently classifiable in the HTSUS at
subheadings 5503.20.00.45 and
5503.20.00.65. Although the HTSUS
subheadings are provided for
convenience and customs purposes, the
written description of the merchandise
subject to the orders is dispositive.

Analysis of Comments Received

All issues raised in these reviews are
addressed in the “Issues and Decision
Memorandum for the Expedited Sunset
Reviews of the Antidumping Duty
Orders on Certain Polyester Staple Fiber
from the Republic of Korea and Taiwan”
from Gary Taverman, Acting Deputy
Assistant Secretary for Antidumping
and Countervailing Duty Operations, to
Ronald K. Lorentzen, Deputy Assistant
Secretary for Import Administration,
dated concurrently with this notice
(Issues and Decision Memo), which is
hereby adopted by this notice. The
issues discussed in the Issues and
Decision Memo include the likelihood
of continuation or recurrence of
dumping and the magnitude of the
margin likely to prevail if the orders
were revoked. Parties can find a
complete discussion of all issues raised
in these sunset reviews and the
corresponding recommendations in this
public memorandum which is on file in
room 7046 of the main Commerce
Department building.

In addition, a complete version of the
Issues and Decision Memo can be
accessed directly on the Internet at
http://ia.ita.doc.gov. The paper copy
and electronic version of the Issues and
Decision Memo are identical in content.

Final Results of Reviews

The Department determines that
revocation of the antidumping duty
orders on PSF from Korea and Taiwan
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would be likely to lead to continuation
or recurrence of dumping at the
following weighted-average percentage
margins:

Weighted-

average

Country Company margin
(percent)
Korea ..... Sam Young ............ 7.91
All Others ............... 7.91
Taiwan ... | Far Eastern ... 11.50
Nan Ya ....cccoocoeene 3.79
All Others ............... 7.31

Notification Regarding Administrative
Protective Order

This notice also serves as the only
reminder to parties subject to
administrative protective order (APO) of
their responsibility concerning the
disposition of proprietary information
disclosed under APO in accordance
with 19 CFR 351.305(a). Timely written
notification of the destruction of APO
materials or conversion to judicial
protective orders is hereby requested.
Failure to comply with the regulations
and terms of an APO is a violation
which is subject to sanction.

The Department is issuing and
publishing these final results and this
notice in accordance with sections
751(c), 752(c), and 777(i)(1) of the Act.

Dated: June 24, 2011.
Ronald K. Lorentzen,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

[FR Doc. 2011-16651 Filed 6—-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
International Trade Administration

Initiation of Five-Year (“Sunset”)
Review

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

SUMMARY: In accordance with section
751(c) of the Tariff Act of 1930, as
amended (“the Act”), the Department of
Commerce (“the Department”) is
automatically initiating a five-year
review (“Sunset Review”’) of the
antidumping and countervailing duty
orders and suspended investigation
listed below. The International Trade
Commission (“the Commission”) is
publishing concurrently with this notice
its notice of Institution of Five-Year
Review which covers the same orders.

DATES: Effective Date: July 1, 2011.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: The
Department official identified in the
Initiation of Review section below at

AD/CVD Operations, Import
Administration, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20230.
For information from the Commission
contact Mary Messer, Office of
Investigations, U.S. International Trade
Commission at (202) 205-3193.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

The Department’s procedures for the
conduct of Sunset Reviews are set forth
in its Procedures for Conducting Five-
Year (“Sunset”) Reviews of
Antidumping and Countervailing Duty
Orders, 63 FR 13516 (March 20, 1998)
and 70 FR 62061 (October 28, 2005).
Guidance on methodological or
analytical issues relevant to the
Department’s conduct of Sunset
Reviews is set forth in the Department’s
Policy Bulletin 98.3—Policies Regarding
the Conduct of Five-Year (“Sunset”)
Reviews of Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Orders: Policy
Bulletin, 63 FR 18871 (April 16, 1998).

Initiation of Review

In accordance with 19 CFR
351.218(c), we are initiating the Sunset
Review of the following antidumping
and countervailing duty orders and
suspended investigation:

DOC Case No. ITC Case No. Country Product Department contact

A-583-803 ....... 731-TA-410 ..... Taiwan .............. Light-Walled Rectangular Welded Carbon | Dana Mermelstein, (202) 482—1391.
Steel Pipe & Tube (3rd Review).

A-533-808 ....... 731-TA-638 ..... India ... Stainless Steel Wire Rod (3rd Review) ........... Dana Mermelstein, (202) 482—1391.

A-533-502 ....... 731-TA-271 ..... India ....ccocveeneeene Welded Carbon Steel Pipe & Tube (3rd Re- | Dana Mermelstein, (202) 482—1391.
view).

A-549-502 ....... 731-TA-252 ..... Thailand ............ Welded Carbon Steel Pipe & Tube (3rd Re- | Dana Mermelstein, (202) 482—1391.
view).

A-580-810 ....... 731-TA-540 ..... South Korea ..... Welded ASTM A-312 Stainless Steel Pipe | Dana Mermelstein, (202) 482—1391.
(3rd Review).

A-583-815 ....... 731-TA-541 ..... Taiwan .............. Welded ASTM A-312 Stainless Steel Pipe | Dana Mermelstein, (202) 482—1391.
(3rd Review).

A-583-008 ....... 731-TA-132 ..... Taiwan .............. Certain Circular Welded Carbon Steel Pipes & | Dana Mermelstein, (202) 482—1391.
Tubes (3rd Review).

A-351-809 ....... 731-TA-532 ..... Brazil ............... Circular Welded Non-Alloy Steel Pipe (3rd | Dana Mermelstein, (202) 482—1391.
Review).

A-201-805 ....... 731-TA-534 ..... Mexico .............. Circular Welded Non-Alloy Steel Pipe (3rd | Dana Mermelstein, (202) 482—1391.
Review).

A-583-814 ....... 731-TA-536 ..... Taiwan .............. Circular Welded Non-Alloy Steel Pipe (3rd | Dana Mermelstein, (202) 482—1391.
Review).

A-580-809 ....... 731-TA-533 ..... South Korea ..... Circular Welded Non-Alloy Steel Pipe (3rd | David Goldberger, (202) 482—4136.
Review).

A—489-501 ....... 731-TA-273 ..... Turkey ....ccccoe..e. Welded Carbon Steel Pipe & Tube (3rd Re- | David Goldberger, (202) 482—4136.
view).

C—489-502 ....... 701-TA-253 ..... Turkey ....ccccoe..e. Welded Carbon Steel Pipe & Tube (3rd Re- | David Goldberger, (202) 482—4136.
view).

A-821-802 ....... 731-TA-539-C | Russia .............. Uranium (3rd Review) (Suspension Agree- | Sally Gannon, (202) 482-0162.
ment).

Filing Information

As a courtesy, we are making
information related to Sunset

proceedings, including copies of the
pertinent statue and Department’s
regulations, the Department schedule

for Sunset Reviews, a listing of past
revocations and continuations, and
current service lists, available to the
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public on the Department’s Internet
Web site at the following address:
“http://ia.ita.doc.gov/sunset/.” All
submissions in these Sunset Reviews
must be filed in accordance with the
Department’s regulations regarding
format, translation, and service of
documents. These rules can be found at
19 CFR 351.303.

This notice serves as a reminder that
any party submitting factual information
in an antidumping duty or
countervailing duty (AD/CVD)
proceeding must certify to the accuracy
and completeness of that information.
See section 782(b) of the Act. Parties are
hereby reminded that revised
certification requirements are in effect
for company/government officials as
well as their representatives in all AD/
CVD investigations or proceedings
initiated on or after March 14, 2011. See
Certification of Factual Information to
Import Administration During
Antidumping and Countervailing Duty
Proceedings: Interim Final Rule, 76 FR
7491 (February 10, 2011) (Interim Final
Rule), amending 19 CFR 351.303(g)(1)
and (2). The formats for the revised
certifications are provided at the end of
the Interim Final Rule. The Department
intends to reject factual submissions in
investigations/proceedings initiated on
or after March 14, 2011 if the submitting
party does not comply with the revised
certification requirements.

Pursuant to 19 CFR 351.103(d), the
Department will maintain and make
available a service list for these
proceedings. To facilitate the timely
preparation of the service list(s), it is
requested that those seeking recognition
as interested parties to a proceeding
contact the Department in writing
within 10 days of the publication of the
Notice of Initiation.

Because deadlines in Sunset Reviews
can be very short, we urge interested
parties to apply for access to proprietary
information under administrative
protective order (“APO”) immediately
following publication in the Federal
Register of this notice of initiation by
filing a notice of intent to participate.
The Department’s regulations on
submission of proprietary information
and eligibility to receive access to
business proprietary information under
APO can be found at 19 CFR 351.304—
306.

Information Required from Interested
Parties

Domestic interested parties defined in
section 771(9)(C), (D), (E), (F), and (G) of
the Act and 19 CFR 351.102(b) wishing
to participate in a Sunset Review must
respond not later than 15 days after the
date of publication in the Federal

Register of this notice of initiation by
filing a notice of intent to participate.
The required contents of the notice of
intent to participate are set forth at 19
CFR 351.218(d)(1)(ii). In accordance
with the Department’s regulations, if we
do not receive a notice of intent to
participate from at least one domestic
interested party by the 15-day deadline,
the Department will automatically
revoke the order without further review.
See 19 CFR 351.218(d)(1)(iii).

If we receive an order-specific notice
of intent to participate from a domestic
interested party, the Department’s
regulations provide that all parties
wishing to participate in the Sunset
Review must file complete substantive
responses not later than 30 days after
the date of publication in the Federal
Register of this notice of initiation. The
required contents of a substantive
response, on an order-specific basis, are
set forth at 19 CFR 351.218(d)(3). Note
that certain information requirements
differ for respondent and domestic
parties. Also, note that the Department’s
information requirements are distinct
from the Commission’s information
requirements. Please consult the
Department’s regulations for
information regarding the Department’s
conduct of Sunset Reviews.! Please
consult the Department’s regulations at
19 CFR Part 351 for definitions of terms
and for other general information
concerning AD/CVD proceedings at the
Department.

This notice of initiation is being
published in accordance with section
751(c) of the Act and 19 CFR 351.218(c).

Dated: June 21, 2011.

Christian Marsh,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Antidumping
and Countervailing Duty Operations.

[FR Doc. 2011-16623 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

1In comments made on the interim final sunset

regulations, a number of parties stated that the
proposed five-day period for rebuttals to
substantive responses to a notice of initiation was
insufficient. This requirement was retained in the
final sunset regulations at 19 CFR 351.218(d)(4). As
provided in 19 CFR 351.302(b), however, the
Department will consider individual requests to
extend that five-day deadline based upon a showing
of good cause.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
International Trade Administration

Transportation Infrastructure/
Multimodal Products and Services
Trade Mission to Doha, Qatar, and Abu
Dhabi and Dubai, United Arab Emirates

AGENCY: International Trade
Administration, Department of
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice.

Mission Description

The U.S. Department of Commerce,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Commercial Service is organizing a
senior executive-led trade mission for
multi-modal transportation and
infrastructure development products
and services to Doha, Qatar and Abu
Dhabi and Dubai, United Arab Emirates
(U.A.E) on October 29-November 3,
2011. The mission is designed to
contribute to President Obama’s
National Export Initiative, which aims
to double U.S. exports by 2015 while
supporting two million American jobs,
by increasing exports of products and
services that contribute to infrastructure
development projects in Qatar and
U.A.E.

The mission will help U.S. companies
already doing business in Qatar or the
U.A.E. increase their current level of
exports and exposure, and will help
experienced U.S. exporters, which have
not yet done business in Qatar or the
U.A.E. enter these markets in support of
job creation in the United States.
Participating firms will gain market
information, connect with key business
and government decision makers,
solidify business strategies, and/or
advance specific projects. In each of
these important sectors, participating
U.S. companies will meet with
prescreened potential partners, agents,
distributors, representatives, and
licensees. The agenda will also include
meetings with high-level national and
local government officials, networking
opportunities, country briefings, and
seminars.

The industry sectors for this mission
will include, but are not limited to:
multimodal freight transportation
systems, products and technologies,
including port development, airport
development, freight rail systems and
technologies, supply chain systems and
strategies; mass transportation systems;
advanced vehicle technologies and
intelligent transportation systems and
related services and software; and other
relevant products and services.

The de}l)egation will be composed of
15 qualified U.S. firms representing the
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industry sectors noted above.
Representatives of the U.S. Department
of Transportation and the Export-Import
Bank of the United States (Ex-Im) will
be invited to participate (as appropriate)
to provide information and counseling
on their programs as they relate to the
markets in Qatar and the U.A.E.

Commercial Setting

Qatar

The United States continues to be the
largest exporter to Qatar, accounting for
14% of the total import market. U.S.
exports have surged by 495 percent,
from $454 million in 2003 to $2.7
billion in 2009. Qatar is the fifth largest
U.S. export destination in the Middle
East, making it an important market for
U.S. small and medium-sized
businesses.

Qatar is one of the richest countries
per capita in the world, with GDP per
capita valued at $90,000. In 2010, total
GDP was valued at $128 billion. The
IMF predicts that Qatar will grow by
20% in 2011. The World Bank
announced that Qatar is the most
economically competitive in the Middle
East. Taken together, this has led foreign
firms to increase their investment in
Qatar’s infrastructure, making it one of
the most prosperous markets in the
Middle East.

Qatar’s success in winning the 2022
World Cup Nation Host opens up a
constellation of opportunities for U.S.
business. The country plans to spend up
to $100 billion in infrastructure projects
between now and the World Cup in
2022, including roads, bridges,
highways, railways, ports, and related
consultancy services. Qatar’s
transportation infrastructure also
benefits significantly with respect to
Qatar’s current domestic growth
environment. Its road transportation
structure has been operating at capacity,
with a strong need to expand the
system. Currently, road infrastructure is
the only mode of transportation, which
is one of the major causes for heavy
congestion throughout the country.
There are excellent opportunities for
U.S. engineers, program management
firms, and manufacturers to contribute
to the creation of new transport
infrastructure projects (i.e., railways,
roads, ports, bridges, and highways),
along with improved traffic safety
systems.

The Prime Minister, Sheikh Hamad
bin Jassim, has stated that a significant
share of Qatar’s budget will be for
infrastructure development, and it will
be completely self-financed. As much as
30% of the budget is reportedly
earmarked for infrastructure upgrades,

such as the New Doha International
Airport, New Doha Seaport, the Doha
Expressway Project, roads, and related
program management services. The
country continues to maintain high
levels of capital spending on major
projects, which will reach $12 billion in
2010-2011 compared with $10.4 billion
in 2009-2010, representing a 15% year-
on-year increase.

U.AE.

The U.A.E. is the largest U.S. export
market in the Middle East/North Africa
region, the second largest economy in
the region, and presents qualified
American companies with opportunities
to expand their products and services to
a fast growing market. The U.A.E. is the
logistics and business services hub for
the wider region. The 2009 GDP for the
U.A.E. was $231.3 billion and the 2009
per capita income was $42,000. Despite
the recent global financial crisis, the
United States and the U.A.E. have
continued their long-term trade and
investment relationship. Exports
between both countries have increased
almost every year since 1971, when the
U.A.E. was established.

The United States exported over $12
billion worth of products to the U.A.E.
in 2009, representing a 237 percent
increase since 2002. The United States
is the third largest exporter to the U.A.E.
and enjoys a very large trade surplus
and a strong trading and investment
relationship. The U.A.E. is among the
Middle East region’s leaders in terms of
openness to international trade and
investment and political stability. It has
successfully developed itself into the
largest logistics hub in the wider region,
with the second-largest man-made port
in the world at Jebel Ali, and the fourth
busiest airport in the world. It is making
major investments in infrastructure and
economic diversification, resulting in
significant export opportunities for U.S.
firms. The U.A.E is developing key
transportation infrastructure projects
including: Port Khalifa and industrial
zone at Taweelah; the new $8 billion
Union Railway project; the $6.7 billion
expansion of Abu Dhabi International
Airport; the construction of the new
Maktoum Airport, which will
eventually have five runways; and
public transportation systems, such as
the expansion of the Dubai metro and
the construction of the Abu Dhabi metro
and light rail. The goods, services and
know-how necessary for the
construction and profitable operation of
these new systems, particularly those
related to multi-modal freight and
intelligent supply chain management,
provides significant business
opportunities in areas where U.S.

companies excel. U.S. products enjoy
favorable tariffs that generally do not
exceed five percent.1

Other Products and Services

The foregoing analysis of export
opportunities in Qatar and the U.A.E. is
not intended to be exhaustive, but
illustrative of the many opportunities in
these markets available to U.S.
businesses. Other products and services
that contribute to the energy and
infrastructure development of Qatar and
the U.A.E. also may have great potential.
Applications from companies selling
products and services within the scope
of this mission, but not specifically
identified in this Mission Statement,
will be considered and evaluated by the
U.S. Department of Commerce.
Companies whose products do not fit
the scope of the mission may contact
their local U.S. Export Assistance Center
(USEAQC) to learn about other trade
missions and services that may provide
more targeted export opportunities.
Companies may call 1-800—-872-8723,
or e-mail: tic@trade.gov to obtain such
information. This information also may
be found on the Department’s Web site:
http://www.export.gov.

Mission Goals

This Business Development Mission
will demonstrate the United States’
commitment to a sustained economic
engagement with Qatar and the U.A.E.
The mission will combine policy
dialogue and business development for
U.S. firms. Additionally, the mission
will advance the Administration’s goal
to broaden and deepen the U.S. exporter
base and support the President’s
National Export Initiative by providing
individual participants with business
opportunities to achieve export success
in these markets.

In support of these goals, the
mission’s purpose is to support
participants as they construct a firm
foundation for future business in Qatar
and the U.A.E., and specifically aims to:

e Provide participants with market
information about the local
infrastructure that will contribute to
increasing U.S. exports to the Qatari and
U.A.E. markets.

e Assist in identifying potential end-
users and partners (including potential
agents, distributors, and licensee
partners) and business strategies for U.S.
companies to gain access to the Qatari
and U.A.E. markets.

e Provide an opportunity to
participate in policy and regulatory
framework discussions with Qatari and

1World Trade Organization: Latest Available
MFN Applied Tariffs At HS 6 (2007).
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U.A.E. government officials and private
sector representatives to advance U.S.
market access interests in these markets.

¢ Confirm U.S. Government support
for U.S. business activities in Qatar and
the U.A.E. and to provide access to
senior government decision makers
from Qatar and U.A.E.

Mission Scenario

During the mission to Qatar and the
U.A.E., the participants will:

e Meet with high-level Qatari and
Emirati government officials.

e Meet with prescreened potential
partners, agents, distributors,
representatives and licensees.

e Meet with representatives of the
Chambers of Commerce, industry and
trade associations.

o Attend briefings conducted by
Embassy officials on the economic and
commercial climates.

Receptions and other business events
will be organized to provide mission
participants with additional
opportunities to speak with local

business and government
representatives, as well as U.S. business
executives living and working in the
region.

Proposed Timetable

The mission program will begin at
5:00 pm, Saturday, October 29, 2011
and run through the evening of
Thursday, November 3, 2011.
Participants are encouraged to arrive on
or before October 29, 2011.

Saturday, October 29 (weekend)

Sunday October 30

Monday, October 31

Tuesday, November 1

Wednesday, November 2 .........cccccoeveeiiieeennenen.

Thursday, November 3 .......ccccooooeiiiieeeeee e,

Doha, Qatar.

Doha, Qatar.

Doha, Qatar.

Abu Dhabi, UAE.

Abu Dhabi, UAE.

Travel to Dubai
Dubai, UAE.

Dubai, UAE.

Closing Dinner.

Networking reception.

No-Host Welcome Dinner.

Market Briefing by U.S. Embassy Officials.

Meetings with Senior Qatari Government Officials.

Business Event/Briefing with Local Industry Representatives.
Networking Reception.

One-on-One Business Meetings for the Delegation.
Evening Travel to Abu Dhabi, UAE.

Market Briefing by U.S. Embassy Officials.

Meetings with Senior UAE and Abu Dhabi Government Officials.
Business Event/Briefing with Local Industry Representatives.
One-on-One Business Meetings for the Delegation.

Networking reception.

One-on-one business matchmaking appointments.

Meetings with Senior Dubai Government Officials.
Business Event/Briefing with Local Industry Representatives.
One-on-One Business Meetings for the Delegation.

Participation Requirements

All parties interested in participating
in the Business Development Mission to
Qatar and the U.A.E. must complete and
timely submit an application package
for consideration by the U.S.
Department of Commerce. All
applicants will be evaluated on their
ability to meet certain conditions and
best satisfy the selection criteria as
outlined below. The mission is designed
to select a a maximum of 15 companies
to participate in the mission from the
applicant pool. U.S. companies already
doing business in the target markets, as
well as U.S. companies seeking to enter
these markets for the first time, are
encouraged to apply.

Fees and Expenses

After a company has been selected to
participate on the mission, a payment to
the Department of Commerce in the
form of a participation fee is required.
The participation fee will be $4259 for
large firms and $3707 for a small or

medium-sized enterprise (SME),2 which
will cover the principal (one)
representative. The fee for each
additional firm representative (large
firm or SME) is $800. Local
transportation, including transport
between mission cities, is included in
the participation fee.

Expenses for travel, lodging, some
meals, and incidentals will be the
responsibility of each mission
participant. Air transportation from the
United States (or point of origin) to
Qatar and return to the United States is
the responsibility of the participant.
Business visas may be required.
Government fees and processing
expenses to obtain such visas are also

2 An SME is defined as a firm with 500 or fewer
employees or that otherwise qualifies as a small
business under SBA regulations (see http://
www.sba.gov/services/contracting opportunities/

sizestandardstopics/index.html). Parent companies,

affiliates, and subsidiaries will be considered when
determining business size. The dual pricing reflects
the Commercial Service’s user fee schedule that
became effective May 1, 2008 (see http://
www.export.gov/newsletter/march2008/
initiatives.html for additional information).

not included in the mission costs.
However, the U.S. Department of
Commerce will provide instructions to
each participant on the procedures
required to obtain necessary business
visas.

Conditions for Participation

An applicant must timely submit a
completed and signed mission
application and supplemental
application materials, including
adequate information on the company’s
products and/or services, primary
market objectives, and goals for
participation. If the U.S. Department of
Commerce receives an incomplete
application, the Department may reject
the application, request additional
information, or take the lack of
information into account when
evaluating the applications.

Selection Criteria for Participation

Selection will be based on the
following criteria in decreasing order of
importance:
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e Consistency of a company’s
products or services with the scope and
desired outcome of the mission’s goals;

e Suitability of a company’s products
or services to the Qatari and U.A.E.
markets and the likelihood of a
participating company’s increased
exports to or business interests in these
markets as a result of this mission;

e Demonstrated export experience in
Qatar, the U.A.E., or other foreign
markets; Additional factors, such as
diversity of company size, type,
location, and demographics, may also be
considered during the review process.

Referrals from political organizations
and any documents, including the
application, containing references to
partisan political activities (including
political contributions) will be removed
from an applicant’s submission and not
considered during the selection process.

Selection Timeline

Mission recruitment will be
conducted in an open and public
manner, including publication in the
Federal Register, posting on the
Commerce Department trade mission
calendar—http://www.trade.gov/trade-
missions/—and other Internet Web sites,
press releases to general and trade
media, direct mail, broadcast fax,
notices by industry trade associations
and other multiplier groups, and
publicity at industry meetings,
symposia, conferences, and trade shows.

The Commerce Department’s Office of
Business Liaison and the International
Trade Administration will explore and
welcome outreach assistance from other
interested organizations, including other
U.S. government agencies.

Applications can be completed on-
line at the Qatar and U.A.E. Business
Development Mission Web site at
http://www.trade.gov/
QatarUAEMission2011 or can be
obtained by contacting Jessica Arnold
(202—-482-1856/
qataruaemission2011@trade.gov). The
application deadline is Monday, July
15th, 2011, unless extended by the
Department of Commerce. Applications
received after Monday, July 15th, 2011,
will be considered only if space and
scheduling constraints permit.

Contacts

U.S. Commercial Service Domestic

Contact:

Ms. Jessica Arnold,

Phone: (202) 482—2026/Fax: (202)
482-1900,

E-mail:
QatarUAEMission2011@trade.gov.

U.S. Commercial Service Qatar
Contact:

Mr. Dao Le,

U.S. Commercial Service, Doha, Qatar,

Tel: 011-974-488-4101/Fax: 011—
974—-488-4163,

E-mail: Dao.Le@trade.gov.
U.S. Commercial Service U.A.E.

Contact:

Ms. Laurie Farris,

U.S. Commercial Service, Abu Dhabi,
UAE,

Phone: 011-971-2—414-2665/Fax:
011-971-2-414-2228,

E-mail: Laurie.Farris@trade.gov.

Elnora Moye,

U.S. Department of Commerce, Commercial
Service Trade Mission Program, Tel: 202-
482-4204, E-mail: elnora.moye@trade.gov.

[FR Doc. 2011-16549 Filed 6—30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-FP-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Proposed Information Collection;
Comment Request; Fishermen’s
Contingency Fund

AGENCY: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA).

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Department of
Commerce, as part of its continuing
effort to reduce paperwork and
respondent burden, invites the general
public and other Federal agencies to
take this opportunity to comment on
proposed and/or continuing information
collections, as required by the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.
DATES: Written comments must be
submitted on or before August 30, 2011.
ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Diana Hynek, Departmental
Paperwork Clearance Officer,
Department of Commerce, Room 6616,
14th and Constitution Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC 20230 (or via the
Internet at dHynek@doc.gov).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information or
copies of the information collection
instrument and instructions should be
directed to Paul Marx, Chief, Financial
Services Division (301) 427—-8725 or
paul.marx@noaa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
I. Abstract

United States (U.S.) commercial
fishermen may file claims for
compensation for losses of or damage to
fishing gear or vessels, plus 50 percent
of resulting economic losses,
attributable to oil and gas activities on
the U.S. Outer Continental Shelf. To

obtain compensation, applicants must
comply with requirements set forth in
50 CFR part 296. The requirements
include a report within 15 days of the
date the vessel first returns to port after
the incident, to gain a presumption of
eligible causation, and an application
form.

The report form (NOAA Form 88-166)
requests identifying information such as
the claimant’s name, address, phone
number, and social security number. It
also requests information pertaining to
the casualty, such as the location of the
obstruction, the date and time of the
casualty, identification of the vessel
involved, and the date the vessel first
returned to port after the casualty.

The application (NOAA Form 88-164)
consists of a property loss section and
a section for economic loss. The
property loss section requests the same
identifying information contained in the
initial report. It also requests
information such as the amount and
type of damage claimed, description of
the casualty and likely causes, efforts to
recover gear, description of proofs of
ownership, estimates of repair or
replacement costs, and identification of
witnesses. The economic loss section
requests information pertaining to
economic loss and consequential
damages resulting from the casualty.
This includes the length of trips and
income from those trips prior to the
casualty, number of gear units lost, date
replacement gear was ordered and
received or the date repairs were
commenced and completed. This
section also requests information
regarding consequential damages such
as extra fuel consumption or claim
preparation fees. The application also
includes inventory schedules which
lists the amounts of gear involved in the
casualty, its purchase date, purchase
cost, and repair or replacement cost.
The application includes an affidavit by
which the claimant attests to the
truthfulness of the claim.

II. Method of Collection

Paper forms are used for applications,
and reports are made by telephone.

II1. Data

OMB Control Number: 0648—0082.

Form Number: NOAA Forms 88—164,
88—-166.

Type of Review: Regular submission
(extension of a currently approved
information collection).

Affected Public: Individuals or
households; business or other for-profit
organizations.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
100.
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Estimated Time per Response: 10
hours for an application, and 5 minutes
for a report.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 1,008.

Estimated Total Annual Cost to
Public: $500.00.

IV. Request for Comments

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden
(including hours and cost) of the
proposed collection of information; (c)
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on respondents, including through the
use of automated collection techniques
or other forms of information
technology.

Comments submitted in response to
this notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for OMB
approval of this information collection;
they also will become a matter of public
record.

Dated: June 28, 2011.

Gwellnar Banks,

Management Analyst, Office of the Chief
Information Officer.

[FR Doc. 2011-16553 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Proposed Information Collection;
Comment Request; Coral Reef
Conservation Program Survey

AGENCY: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Department of
Commerce, as part of its continuing
effort to reduce paperwork and
respondent burden, invites the general
public and other Federal agencies to
take this opportunity to comment on
proposed and/or continuing information
collections, as required by the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.
DATES: Written comments must be
submitted on or before August 30, 2011.
ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Diana Hynek, Departmental
Paperwork Clearance Officer,
Department of Commerce, Room 6616,
14th and Constitution Avenue, NW.,

Washington, DC 20230 (or via the
Internet at dHynek@doc.gov).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information or
copies of the information collection
instrument and instructions should be
directed to Christy Loper, (301) 713—
3000 Ext 125 or at
Christy.Loper@noaa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
1. Abstract

This request is for a new information
collection.

The purpose of this information
collection is to obtain information from
individuals in the seven United States
(U.S.) jurisdictions containing coral
reefs. Specifically, NOAA is seeking
information on the knowledge, attitudes
and reef use patterns, as well as
information on knowledge and attitudes
related to specific reef protection
activities. In addition, this survey will
provide for the ongoing collection of
social and economic data related to the
communities affected by coral reef
conservation programs.

The Coral Reef Conservation Program
(CRCP), developed under the authority
of the Coral Reef Conservation Act of
2000, is responsible for programs
intended to enhance the conservation of
coral reefs. NOAA intend to use the
information collected through this
instrument for research purposes as well
as measuring and improving the results
of our reef protection programs. Because
many of the efforts to protect reefs rely
on education and changing attitudes
toward reef protection, the information
collected will allow CRCP staff to
ensure programs are designed
appropriately at the start, future
program evaluation efforts are as
successful as possible, and outreach
efforts are targeting the intended
recipients with useful information.

I1. Method of Collection

Information will be collected in the
means most efficient and effective in the
individual jurisdiction. For the three
years covered by this clearance NOAA
expect to use face-to-face interviews in
American Samoa, internet-based survey
techniques in Hawaii and Florida, and
telephone and internet as appropriate in
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana
Islands, Guam, Puerto Rico, and the U.S.
Virgin Islands.

III. Data

OMB Control Number: None.

Form Number: NA.

Type of Review: Regular submission
(request for a new information
collection).

Affected Public: Individuals or
households.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
1,834.

Estimated Time per Response: 30
minutes.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 917.

Estimated Total Annual Cost to
Public: $0.

IV. Request for Comments

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden
(including hours and cost) of the
proposed collection of information; (c)
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on respondents, including through the
use of automated collection techniques
or other forms of information
technology.

Comments submitted in response to
this notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for OMB
approval of this information collection;
they also will become a matter of public
record.

Dated: June 27, 2011.

Gwellnar Banks,

Management Analyst, Office of the Chief
Information Officer.

[FR Doc. 2011-16525 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-JS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Proposed Information Collection;
Comment Request; StormReady™,
TsunamiReady™ and StormReady/
TsunamiReady™ Application Forms

AGENCY: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA).

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Department of
Commerce, as part of its continuing
effort to reduce paperwork and
respondent burden, invites the general
public and other Federal agencies to
take this opportunity to comment on
proposed and/or continuing information
collections, as required by the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.

DATES: Written comments must be
submitted on or before August 30, 2011.
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ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Diana Hynek, Departmental
Paperwork Clearance Officer,
Department of Commerce, Room 66186,
14th and Constitution Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC 20230 (or via the
Internet at dHynek@doc.gov).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information or
copies of the information collection
instrument and instructions should be
directed to Donna Franklin, (301) 713—
0090 x141 or donna.franklin@noaa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
1. Abstract

This request is for revision of a
currently approved information
collection. The StormReady Program,
like the TsunamiReady and
StormReady/TsunamiReady programs
also in this information collection, is a
voluntary program offered to provide
guidance and incentive to officials who
wish to improve their hazardous
weather operations, e.g. community
preparedness and local warning
dissemination. Applicants fill out a
detailed application that demonstrates
how they meet certain guidelines that
qualify them for StormReady
recognition. The full StormReady
recognition is not appropriate for all
entities, yet they should still be
recognized for their efforts in preparing
for hazardous weather. To this end, the
National Weather Service created the
StormReady Supporter program.
StormReady Supporter is a voluntary
program offered to provide guidance
and incentive to entities, such as local
hospitals or businesses, who wish to
improve their respective hazardous
weather preparations. Entities will use
the application to apply for a one-time
StormReady Supporter recognition. The
government will use the application
form to determine whether an entity has
met the guidelines for a StormReady
Supporter recognition.

II. Method of Collection

Applications will be submitted on
paper (faxed or mailed) or
electronically.

II1. Data

OMB Control Number: 0648—0419.

Form Number: None.

Type of Review: Regular submission
(revision of a currently approved
information collection).

Affected Public: Non-profit
institutions; business or other for-profit
organizations.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
270 (30 for new form).

Estimated Time per Response: 1 hour.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 510 (30 for new form).

Estimated Total Annual Cost to
Public: $123 ($15 for new form).

IV. Request for Comments

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden
(including hours and cost) of the
proposed collection of information; (c)
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on respondents, including through the
use of automated collection techniques
or other forms of information
technology.

Comments submitted in response to
this notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for OMB
approval of this information collection;
they also will become a matter of public
record.

Dated: June 27, 2011.

Gwellnar Banks,

Management Analyst, Office of the Chief
Information Officer.

[FR Doc. 2011-16523 Filed 6—30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-KE-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Proposed Information Collection;
Comment Request; National Saltwater
Angler Registry and State Exemption
Program

AGENCY: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Department of
Commerce, as part of its continuing
effort to reduce paperwork and
respondent burden, invites the general
public and other Federal agencies to
take this opportunity to comment on
proposed and/or continuing information
collections, as required by the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.
DATES: Written comments must be
submitted on or before August 30, 2011.
ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Diana Hynek, Departmental
Paperwork Clearance Officer,
Department of Commerce, Room 6616,
14th and Constitution Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC 20230 (or via the
Internet at dHynek@doc.gov).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information or
copies of the information collection
instrument and instructions should be
directed to Gordon Colvin (301—427—
8118) or Gordon.Colvin@noaa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
1. Abstract

This is an extension of a currently
approved collection.

The National Saltwater Angler
Registry Program (Registry Program) was
established to implement
recommendations included in the
review of national saltwater angling data
collection programs conducted by the
National Research Council (NRC) in
2005/2006, and the provisions of the
Magnuson-Stevens Reauthorization Act,
codified at Section 401(g) of the
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act
(MSA), which require the Secretary of
Commerce to commence improvements
to recreational fisheries surveys,
including establishing a national
saltwater angler and for-hire vessel
registry, by January 1, 2009. A final rule
that includes regulatory measures to
implement the Registry Program
(Regulation Identifier Number (RIN)
0648—-AW10) was adopted and codified
in 50 CFR 600.1400 to 600.1417.

The Registry Program collects
identification and contact information
from those anglers and for-hire vessels
who are involved in recreational fishing
in the United States Exclusive Economic
Zone or for anadromous fish in any
waters, unless the anglers or vessels are
exempted from the registration
requirement. The data that is collected
includes: for anglers—name, address,
date of birth, telephone contact
information and region(s) of the country
in which they fish; for for-hire vessels—
owner and operator name, address, date
of birth, telephone contact information,
vessel name and registration/
documentation number and home port
or primary operating area. This
information is compiled into a national
and/or series of regional registries that
is being used to support surveys of
recreational anglers and for-hire vessels
to develop estimates of recreational
angling effort.

The Secretary is to also exempt from
the federal registration requirement
those anglers and vessels that are
licensed or registered by a state if the
state provides sufficient identification
and contact information for use in
recreational surveys.

1I. Method of Collection

Persons may register in two ways: Via
a toll-free telephone number or on line
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at a NOAA-maintained Web site.
Registration cards, valid for one year
from the date of issuance, are mailed to
registrants.

II1. Data

OMB Control Number: 0648—0578.

Form Number: None.

Type of Review: Regular submission
(extension of a currently approved
information collection).

Affected Public: Individuals or
households; business or other for-profit
organizations.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
2,024,691.

Estimated Time per Response:
Anglers and spear fishers: 2 minutes;
for-hire fishing vessels: 3 minutes.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 67,530.

Estimated Total Annual Cost to
Public: $0 in recordkeeping/reporting
costs.

IV. Request for Comments

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden
(including hours and cost) of the
proposed collection of information; (c)
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on respondents, including through the
use of automated collection techniques
or other forms of information
technology.

Comments submitted in response to
this notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for OMB
approval of this information collection;
they also will become a matter of public
record.

Dated: June 28, 2011.

Gwellnar Banks,

Management Analyst, Office of the Chief
Information Officer.

[FR Doc. 2011-16594 Filed 6-30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

[RIN 0648-XA479]

International Fisheries; Atlantic Highly

Migratory Species; Bluefin Tuna
Import, Export, Re-Export

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and

Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of non-compliance with
international commission standards.

SUMMARY: Through the International
Commission for the Conservation of
Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT), it has come to
the attention of NMFS that Libyan
vessels may not be meeting ICCAT
requirements for Atlantic bluefin tuna
fishing in the Mediterranean. NMFS
advises importers to take great care with
respect to any import of Atlantic bluefin
tuna harvested by Libyan vessels in
2011, as these shipments may have been
illegally harvested and could be subject
to increased scrutiny and potential
liability.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Questions relating to permits or
regulations may be directed to Margo
Schulze-Haugen at (301) 713-2334, and
questions relating to ICCAT
requirements may be directed to
Rebecca Lent at (301) 427—-8368.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Libya’s
inability to participate in the ICCAT
regional observer program this year as
confirmed by the ICCAT
Administration, and its current failure
to transmit vessel monitoring system
(VMS) data is of primary concern.
ICCAT requires that large scale (> 24 m)
purse seine vessels fishing for eastern
Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin tuna
carry an ICCAT-assigned regional
observer and transmit certain data
directly to ICCAT using a satellite-based
vessel monitoring system. ICCAT
requirements provide that such purse
seine vessels without an ICCAT-placed
observer shall not be authorized to fish
or to operate in the bluefin tuna fishery.
Thus, any product taken by Libya’s
purse seine fleet under these conditions
in 2011 would not be in compliance
with ICCAT conservation and
management measures.

Failure to implement these ICCAT
requirements is subject to action at the
national and international levels. In that
regard, other ICCAT members that
import bluefin tuna, in particular Japan
and the European Union, have indicated
that they will prohibit the import of
Libyan-caught bluefin tuna if harvested
in 2011 contrary to the requirements of
ICCAT. The United States has
implemented through regulation its
obligation under ICCAT’s Bluefin Catch
Document program to require, as a
condition of importation into the United
States and conduct of other transactions
(such as export and re-export), that all
bluefin tuna shipments be accompanied
by a properly completed catch
document that has been validated by a

government official or other authorized
individual of the flag or exporting State
(unless the fish are tagged) (73 FR
31380, June 2, 2008). Improperly
documented bluefin tuna may be
prohibited from importation into the
United States or be subject to other
sanctions.

Dated: June 28, 2011.
Samuel D. Rauch III,

Deputy Assistant Administrator for
Regulatory Programs, National Marine
Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2011-16619 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

RIN 0648—-XA527

New England Fishery Management
Council; Public Meeting

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice; public meeting.

SUMMARY: The New England Fishery
Management Council (Council) is
scheduling a public meeting of its
Habitat/MPA/Ecosystem Advisory
Panel, in July, 2011, to consider actions
affecting New England fisheries in the
exclusive economic zone (EEZ).
Recommendations from this group will
be brought to the full Council for formal
consideration and action, if appropriate.
DATES: This meeting will be held on
Wednesday, July 20, 2011 at 9 a.m.
ADDRESSES: This meeting will be held at
the Holiday Inn, 31 Hampshire Street,
Mansfield, MA 02048; telephone: (508)
339-2200; fax: (508) 339-1040.

Council address: New England
Fishery Management Council, 50 Water
Street, Mill 2, Newburyport, MA 01950.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Paul
J. Howard, Executive Director, New
England Fishery Management Council;
telephone: (978) 465—0492.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Advisory Panel will discuss measures to
minimize the adverse effects of fishing
on EFH and measures to protect deep-
sea corals as well as review the decision
document prepared by the Plan
Development Team. The Panel will also
provide guidance to the Committee on
these issues. Other topics may be
discussed at the Chair’s discretion.

Although non-emergency issues not
contained in this agenda may come
before this group for discussion, those
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issues may not be the subject of formal
action during this meeting. Action will
be restricted to those issues specifically
listed in this notice and any issues
arising after publication of this notice
that require emergency action under
section 305(c) of the Magnuson-Stevens
Act, provided the public has been
notified of the Council’s intent to take
final action to address the emergency.

Special Accommodations

This meeting is physically accessible
to people with disabilities. Requests for
sign language interpretation or other
auxiliary aids should be directed to Paul
J. Howard, Executive Director, at (978)
465-0492, at least 5 days prior to the
meeting date.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.
Dated: June 27, 2011.
Tracey L. Thompson,

Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2011-16536 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

[RIN: 0648—-XA530]

New England Fishery Management
Council; Public Meeting

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice; public meeting.

SUMMARY: The New England Fishery
Management Gouncil (Council) is
scheduling a public meeting of its
Monkfish Advisory Panel, in July, 2011,
to consider actions affecting New
England fisheries in the exclusive
economic zone (EEZ).
Recommendations from this group will
be brought to the full Council for formal
consideration and action, if appropriate.
DATES: The meeting will be held on
Tuesday, July 19, 2011 at 9 a.m.
ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at
the Crowne Plaza, 50 Ferncroft Road,
Danvers, MA 01923; telephone: (978)
777-2500; fax: (978) 750-7959.

Council address: New England
Fishery Management Council, 50 Water
Street, Mill 2, Newburyport, MA 01950.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Paul
J. Howard, Executive Director, New
England Fishery Management Council;
telephone: (978) 465—0492.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Monkfish Advisory Panel (AP) will meet

to develop a detailed problem statement
based on the list of issues identified by
the Advisory Panel and Monkfish
Oversight Committee. The Oversight
Committee has requested that the
Advisory Panel provide details,
specificity and examples of the issues in
the list for the purpose of developing
recommended goals and objectives for
Amendment 6 to the Monkfish Fishery
Management Plan. In Amendment 6, the
New England and Mid-Atlantic Fishery
Management Councils are considering
adopting catch shares management
programs in one or both monkfish
management areas. The Advisory Panel
detailed list of issues will be forwarded
to the Oversight Committee for review at
its next meeting.

Although non-emergency issues not
contained in this agenda may come
before this group for discussion, those
issues may not be the subject of formal
action during this meeting. Action will
be restricted to those issues specifically
listed in this notice and any issues
arising after publication of this notice
that require emergency action under
section 305(c) of the Magnuson-Stevens
Act, provided the public has been
notified of the Council’s intent to take
final action to address the emergency.

Special Accommodations

This meeting is physically accessible
to people with disabilities. Requests for
sign language interpretation or other
auxiliary aids should be directed to Paul
J. Howard, Executive Director, at (978)
465-0492, at least 5 days prior to the
meeting date.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.

Dated: June 28, 2011.
Tracey L. Thompson,

Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2011-16586 Filed 6—30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

[RIN 0648-XA343]

Takes of Marine Mammals Incidental to
Specified Activities; Marine
Geophysical Survey in the Western
Gulf of Alaska, June to August, 2011

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice; issuance of an incidental
take authorization (ITA).

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Marine Mammal Protection Act
(MMPA) regulation, notification is
hereby given that NMFS has issued an
Incidental Harassment Authorization
(IHA) to the Lamont-Doherty Earth
Observatory of Columbia University (L—
DEOQ) to take marine mammals, by Level
B harassment, incidental to conducting
a marine geophysical survey in the
western Gulf of Alaska (GOA), June to
August, 2011.
DATES: Effective June 28 to September 4,
2011.
ADDRESSES: A copy of the IHA and
application are available by writing to P.
Michael Payne, Chief, Permits,
Conservation and Education Division,
Office of Protected Resources, National
Marine Fisheries Service, 1315 East-
West Highway, Silver Spring, MD 20910
or by telephoning the contacts listed
here.

A copy of the application containing
a list of the references used in this
document may be obtained by writing to
the above address, telephoning the
contact listed here (see FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT) or visiting the
Internet at: http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/
pr/permits/incidental. htm#applications.
The following associated documents are
also available at the same Internet
address: “Environmental Assessment of
a Marine Seismic Survey in the Gulf of
Alaska July—August 2011 (EA)
prepared by the National Science
Foundation (NSF), and ‘“Environmental
Assessment of a Marine Geophysical
Survey by the R/V Marcus G. Langseth
in the western Gulf of Alaska, July—
August 2011,” prepared by LGL Ltd.,
Environmental Research Associates
(LGL), on behalf of NSF and L-DEO.
The NMFS Biological Opinion will be
available online at: http://
www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/consultation/
opinions.htm. Documents cited in this
notice may be viewed, by appointment,
during regular business hours, at the
aforementioned address.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Howard Goldstein or Jolie Harrison,
Office of Protected Resources, NMFS,
301-427-8401.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Section 101(a)(5)(D) of the MMPA (16
U.S.C. 1371 (a)(5)(D)) directs the
Secretary of Commerce (Secretary) to
authorize, upon request, the incidental,
but not intentional, taking of small
numbers of marine mammals of a
species or population stock, by United
States citizens who engage in a specified
activity (other than commercial fishing)
within a specified geographical region if
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certain findings are made and, if the
taking is limited to harassment, a notice
of a proposed authorization is provided
to the public for review.

Authorization for the incidental
taking of small numbers of marine
mammals shall be granted if NMFS
finds that the taking will have a
negligible impact on the species or
stock(s), and will not have an
unmitigable adverse impact on the
availability of the species or stock(s) for
subsistence uses (where relevant). The
authorization must set forth the
permissible methods of taking, other
means of effecting the least practicable
adverse impact on the species or stock
and its habitat, and requirements
pertaining to the mitigation, monitoring
and reporting of such takings. NMFS
has defined ‘“negligible impact” in 50
CFR 216.103 as “* * * an impact
resulting from the specified activity that
cannot be reasonably expected to, and is
not reasonably likely to, adversely affect
the species or stock through effects on
annual rates of recruitment or survival.”

Section 101(a)(5)(D) of the MMPA
established an expedited process by
which citizens of the United States can
apply for an authorization to
incidentally take small numbers of
marine mammals by harassment.
Section 101(a)(5)(D) of the MMPA
establishes a 45-day time limit for
NMFS’s review of an application
followed by a 30-day public notice and
comment period on any proposed
authorizations for the incidental
harassment of small numbers of marine
mammals. Within 45 days of the close
of the public comment period, NMFS
must either issue or deny the
authorization.

Except with respect to certain
activities not pertinent here, the MMPA
defines “harassment” as:

any act of pursuit, torment, or annoyance
which (i) has the potential to injure a marine
mammal or marine mammal stock in the wild
[Level A harassment]; or (ii) has the potential
to disturb a marine mammal or marine
mammal stock in the wild by causing
disruption of behavioral patterns, including,
but not limited to, migration, breathing,
nursing, breeding, feeding, or sheltering
[Level B harassment].

16 U.S.C. 1362(18).

Summary of Request

NMFS received an application on
April 1, 2010, from L-DEO for the
taking by harassment, of marine
mammals, incidental to conducting a
marine geophysical survey in the
western GOA within the U.S. Exclusive
Economic Zone (EEZ) in depths from
approximately 25 meters (m) (82 feet
[ft]) to greater than 6,000 m (19,685 ft).

The cruise was postponed in 2010 and
rescheduled for 2011. NMFS received a
revised application on March 4, 2011
from L-DEO. L-DEO plans to conduct
the survey from approximately June 28
to August 4, 2011. On May 6, 2011,
NMFS published a notice in the Federal
Register (76 FR 26255) disclosing the
effects on marine mammals, making
preliminary determinations and
including a proposed IHA. The notice
initiated a 30 day public comment
period.

L-DEO plans to use one source vessel,
the R/V Marcus G. Langseth (Langseth)
and a seismic airgun array to collect
seismic reflection and refraction profiles
from the Shumagin Islands to east of
Kodiak Island in the GOA. In addition
to the operations of the seismic airgun
array, L-DEO intends to operate a
multibeam echosounder (MBES) and a
sub-bottom profiler (SBP) continuously
throughout the survey.

Acoustic stimuli (i.e., increased
underwater sound) generated during the
operation of the seismic airgun array
may have the potential to cause a short-
term behavioral disturbance for marine
mammals in the survey area. This is the
principal means of marine mammal
taking associated with these activities
and L-DEO has requested an
authorization to take 16 species of
marine mammals by Level B
harassment. Take is not expected to
result from the use of the MBES or SBP,
for reasons discussed in this notice; nor
is take expected to result from collision
with the vessel because it is a single
vessel moving at a relatively slow speed
during seismic acquisition within the
survey, for a relatively short period of
time (approximately 38 days). It is likely
that any marine mammal would be able
to avoid the vessel.

Description of the Specified Activity

L-DEO’s planned seismic survey in
the western GOA, from the Shumagin
Islands to east of Kodiak Island, will
take place during June to August, 2011,
in the area 52.5° to 59° North, 147.5° to
161° West (see Figure 1 of the IHA
application). The seismic survey will
take place in water depths ranging from
25 m (82 ft) to greater than 6,000 m (82
to 19,685 ft) and consists of
approximately 2,553 kilometers (km)
(1,378.5 nautical miles [nmi]) of transect
lines in the study area. The project is
scheduled to occur from approximately
June 28 to August 4, 2011. Some minor
deviation from these dates is possible,
depending on logistics and weather.

The seismic survey will collect
seismic reflection and refraction data to
characterize the subduction zone off
southern Alaska, which produces large

and destructive earthquakes. The data
from this study will be used to: (1)
Estimate the size of the seismogenic
zone, the portion of the fault that
controls the magnitude of earthquakes,
and (2) provide critical information on
how the properties of the seismogenic
zone change along the subduction zone
such that some areas produce large
earthquakes and others do not. The
study focuses on the Semidi segment,
whose earthquake recurrence interval is
50 to 75 years and which last ruptured
in 1938.

The survey will involve one source
vessel, the Langseth. The Langseth will
deploy an array of 36 airguns as an
energy source at a tow depth of 12 m
(39.4 ft). The receiving system will
consist of two 8 km (4.3 nmi) long
hydrophone streamers and/or 21 ocean
bottom seismometers (OBSs). As the
airguns are towed along the survey
lines, the hydrophone streamers will
receive the returning acoustic signals
and transfer the data to the on-board
processing system. The OBSs record the
returning acoustic signals internally for
later analysis.

The planned seismic survey (e.g.,
equipment testing, startup, line changes,
repeat coverage of any areas, and
equipment recovery) will consist of
approximately 2,553 km of transect
lines in the western GOA survey area
(see Figure 1 of the IHA application).
Just over half of the survey (1,363 km
[736 nmi]) will take place in water
deeper than 1,000 m; 30% or 754 km
(407.1 nmi) will be surveyed in
intermediate depth (100 to 1,000 m)
water; and 17% (463 km [250 nmi]) will
take place in water less than 100 m
deep. Approximately 30 km (16.2 nmi)
of seismic surveying will occur in water
less than 40 m deep. A refraction survey
using OBSs will take place along two
lines (lines 3 and 5). Following the
refraction survey, a multichannel (MCS)
survey using two hydrophone streamers
will take place along all of the transect
lines. Thus, lines three and five will be
surveyed twice. In addition to the
operations of the airgun array, a
Kongsberg EM 122 MBES and Knudsen
320B SBP will also be operated from the
Langseth continuously throughout the
cruise. There will be additional seismic
operations associated with equipment
testing, start-up, and possible line
changes or repeat coverage of any areas
where initial data quality is sub-
standard. In L-DEO’s calculations, 25%
has been added for those additional
operations.

All planned geophysical data
acquisition activities will be conducted
by L-DEO, the Langseth’s operator, with
on-board assistance by the scientists
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who have planned the study. The
Principal Investigators are Drs. Donna
Shillington, Spahr Webb, and Mladen
Nedimovic, all of L-DEO. The vessel
will be self-contained, and the crew will
live aboard the vessel for the entire
cruise.

Description of the Dates, Duration, and
Specified Geographic Region

The survey will occur in the western
GOA in the area 52.5° to 59° North,
147.5 to 161° West. The seismic survey
will take place in water depths of 25 m
to greater than 6,000 m. The Langseth
will depart from Kodiak, Alaska on
approximately June 28, 2011. The
program will start with a refraction
survey using OBSs. Approximately 21
OBSs will be deployed along one line;
the OBSs will then be retrieved and re-
deployed along the next refraction line.
OBS deployment will take
approximately three days and recovery
will take approximately five days; there
will be a total of approximately three
days of refraction shooting. Following
the refraction survey, the MCS survey
will take place using the two streamers.
MGCS and airgun deployment will take
approximately three days, and there will
be approximately 13 days of MCS
operations. Upon completion of seismic
operations, all gear will be picked up
and the vessel will travel to Dutch
Harbor, for arrival on approximately
August 4, 2011. Seismic operations in
the study area will be carried out for
approximately 16 days. Some minor
deviation from this schedule is possible,
depending on logistics and weather (i.e.,
the cruise may depart earlier or be
extended due to poor weather; there
could be an additional three days of
seismic operations if collected data are
deemed to be of substandard quality).

NMFS outlined the purpose of the
program in a previous notice for the
proposed IHA (76 FR 26255, May 6,
2011). The activities to be conducted
have not changed between the proposed
IHA notice and this final notice
announcing the issuance of the IHA. For
a more detailed description of the
authorized action, including vessel and
acoustic source specifications, the
reader should refer to the proposed IHA
notice (76 FR 26255, May 6, 2011), the
THA application, EA, and associated
documents referenced above this
section.

Comments and Responses

A notice of receipt of the L-DEO
application and proposed IHA was
published in the Federal Register on
May 6, 2011 (76 FR 26255). During the
30-day public comment period, NMFS
received comments from the Marine

Mammal Commission (Commission)
only. The Commission’s comments are
online at: http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/
permits/incidental.htm.

Following are their comments and
NMEFS’s responses:

Comment 1: The Commission
recommends that the NMFS require L—
DEO to re-estimate the proposed
exclusion (EZs) and buffer zones and
associated takes of marine mammals
using site-specific information.

Response: NMFS is satisfied that the
data supplied are sufficient for NMFS to
conduct its analysis and make any
determinations and therefore no further
effort is needed by the applicant. While
exposures of marine mammals to
acoustic stimuli are difficult to estimate,
NMFS is confident that the levels of
take provided by L-DEO in their IHA
application and EA, and authorized
herein are estimated based upon the
best available scientific information and
estimation methodology.

The alternative method of conducting
site-specific attenuation measurements
in the water depths that the survey is to
be conducted is neither warranted nor
practical for the applicant. Site
signature measurements are normally
conducted commercially by shooting a
test pattern over an ocean bottom
instrument in shallow water. This
method is neither practical nor valid for
this survey which will occur in water
depths as great as 6,000 m (19,685 ft).
The alternative method of conducting
site-specific attenuation measurements
would require a second vessel, which is
impractical both logistically and
financially. Sound propagation varies
notably less between deep water sites
than it would between shallow water
sites (because of the reduced
significance of bottom interaction), thus
decreasing the importance of deep water
site-specific estimates.

Should the applicant endeavor to
undertake a sound source verification
study, confidence in the results is
necessary in order to ensure for
conservation purposes that appropriate
monitoring and mitigation measures are
implemented; therefore inappropriate or
poorly executed efforts should be
avoided and discouraged.

Source signature modeling is
preferable in this instance because:

(1) The results can be reviewed and
independently verified;

(2) Site-specific measurements are
subject to numerous sources of error;
and

(3) Reliable site-specific
measurements require specialized
equipment (calibrated hydrophones)
and acoustic specialists to conduct the
tests and interpret the results.

The 160 dB (i.e., buffer) zone used to
estimate exposure is appropriate and
sufficient for purposes of supporting
NMFS’s analysis and determinations
required under section 101(a)(5)(D) of
the MMPA and its implementing
regulations. See NMFS’s responses to
Comment 2 (below) for additional
details.

Comment 2: The Commission
recommends that NMFS require L-DEO,
if the EZs and buffer zones and takes are
not re-estimated, to provide a detailed
justification (1) For basing the EZs and
buffer zones for the proposed survey in
the GOA on empirical data collected in
the Gulf of Mexico (GOM) or on
modeling that relies on measurements
from the GOM and (2) that explains why
simple ratios were used to adjust for tow
depth and median values were applied
to intermediate water depths rather than
using empirical measurements.

Response: As stated earlier, NMFS is
not requiring L-DEO to re-estimate the
EZs and 160 dB zones for this survey.
L-DEO provides a detailed description
on how they estimated EZs, 160 dB
zones, and take estimates in Appendix
A of the EA, which includes
information from the calibration study
conducted on the Langseth in 2007 and
2008. Appendix A describes L-DEQ’s
modeling process and compares the
model results with empirical results of
the 2007 and 2008 Langseth calibration
experiment in shallow, intermediate,
and deep water. The conclusions
identified in Appendix A show that the
model represents the actual produced
levels, particularly within the first few
kms, where the predicted EZs lie. At
greater distances, local oceanographic
variations begin to take effect, and the
model tends to over predict sound
attenuation. Further, since the modeling
matches the observed measurement
data, the authors have concluded that
the models can continue to be used for
defining EZs, including for predicting
mitigation radii for various tow depths.
The data results from the studies were
peer reviewed and the calibration
results, viewed as conservative, were
used to determine the cruise-specific
EZs. This information is now available
in the final EA on NSF’s Web site at
http://www.nsf.gov/geo/oce/envcomp/
index.jsp.

At present, the L-DEO model does not
account for site-specific environmental
conditions. The calibration study of the
L-DEO model predicted that using site-
specific information may actually
provide less conservative EZs at greater
distances. The ‘“‘Draft Programmatic
Environmental Impact Statement for
Marine Seismic Research Funded by the
National Science Foundation or
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Conducted by the U.S. Geological
Survey” (DPEIS) prepared pursuant to
the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA; 42 U.S.C. et seq.) did
incorporate various site-specific
environmental conditions in the
modeling of the Detailed Analysis
Areas. The NEPA process associated
with the DPEIS is still ongoing and the
USGS and NSF have not yet issued a
Record of Decision. Once the NEPA
process for the PEIS has concluded, NSF
will look at upcoming cruises on a site-
specific basis for any impacts not
already considered in the DPEIS.

The IHA issued to L-DEO, under
section 101(a)(5)(D) of the MMPA
provides monitoring and mitigation
requirements that will protect marine
mammals from injury, serious injury, or
mortality. L-DEO is required to comply
with the IHA’s requirements. These
analyses are supported by extensive
scientific research and data. NMFS is
confident in the peer-reviewed results of
the L-DEO seismic calibration studies
which, although viewed as conservative,
are used to determine cruise-specific
EZs and which factor into exposure
estimates. NMFS has determined that
these reviews are the best scientific data
available for review of the IHA
application and to support the necessary
analyses and determinations under the
MMPA, Endangered Species Act (ESA;
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) and NEPA.

Based on NMFS’s analysis of the
likely effects of the specified activity on
marine mammals and their habitat,
NMEFS has determined that the EZs
identified in the IHA are appropriate for
the survey and that additional field
measurement is not necessary at this
time. While exposures of marine
mammals to acoustic stimuli are
difficult to estimate, NMFS is confident
that the levels of take authorized herein
are estimated based upon the best
available scientific information and
estimation methodology. The 160 dB
zone used to estimate exposure are
appropriate and sufficient for purposes
of supporting NMFS’s analysis and
determinations required under section
101(a)(5)(D) of the MMPA and its
implementing regulations.

Comment 3: The Commission
recommends that NMFS require that L—
DEO use species-specific maximum
densities rather than best densities to re-
estimate the anticipated number of
takes.

Response: NMFS acknowledges the
Commission’s recommendation and is
currently evaluating the
recommendation to use species-specific
maximum densities versus best
densities to estimate the anticipated
number of takes for marine mammals to

determine a standard approach.
However, for purposes of this [HA,
NMFS is using the best (i.e., average or
mean) densities to estimate the number
of authorized takes for L-DEQ’s seismic
survey in the western GOA as NMFS is
confident in the assumptions and
calculations used to estimate density for
this survey area. NMFS Endangered
Species Division generally uses the best
estimate when analyzing the allowable
take for Endangered Species Act-listed
threatened and endangered marine
mammals in Biological Opinion’s
(BiOp) and Incidental Take Statements
(ITS) incidental to marine seismic
surveys for scientific research purposes.
Contrary to the Commission’s comment
(above), NMFS has used best densities
to estimate the number of incidental
takes in IHAs for several seismic
surveys in the past. The results of the
associated monitoring reports show that
the use of the best estimates is
appropriate for and does not refute
NMFS’s determinations.

Comment 4: The Commission
recommends that if NMFS is planning
to allow the applicant to resume full
power after nine minutes (min) under
certain circumstances, specify in the
authorization in all conditions under
which a nine min period could be
followed by a full-power resumption of
the airguns.

Response: During periods of active
seismic operations, there are occasions
when the airguns need to be temporarily
shut-down (for example due to
equipment failure, maintenance, or
shut-down) or a power-down is
necessary (for example when a marine
mammal is seen to either enter or about
to enter the EZ). In these instances,
should the airguns be inactive or
powered-down for more than nine min,
then L-DEO would follow the ramp-up
procedures identified in the Mitigation
section (see below) where airguns will
be re-started beginning with the smallest
airgun in the array and increase in steps
not to exceed 6 dB per 5 min over a total
duration of approximately 30 min.
NMFS and NSF believe that the nine
min period in question is an appropriate
minimum amount of time to pass after
which a ramp-up process should be
followed. In these instances, should it
be possible for the airguns to be re-
activated without exceeding the nine
min period (for example equipment is
fixed or a marine mammal is visually
observed to have left the EZ for the full
source level), then the airguns would be
reactivated to the full operating source
level identified for the survey (in this
case, 6,600 in3) without need for
initiating ramp-up procedures. In the
event a marine mammal enters the EZ

and a power-down is initiated, and the
marine mammal is not visually observed
to have left the EZ, then L-DEO must
wait 15 min (for species with shorter
dive durations—small odontocetes and
pinnipeds) or 30 min (for species with
longer dive durations—mysticetes and
large odontocetes) after the last sighting
before ramp-up procedures can be
initiated, or as otherwise directed by
requirements in an IHA. However,
ramp-up will not occur as long as a
marine mammal is detected within the
EZ, which provides more time for
animals to leave the EZ, and accounts
for the position, swim speed, and
heading of marine mammals within the
EZ.

Comment 5: The Commission
recommends that NMFS extend the 30
min period following a marine mammal
sighting in the EZ to cover the full dive
times of all species likely to be
encountered.

Response: NMFS recognizes that
several species of deep-diving cetaceans
are capable of remaining underwater for
more than 30 min (e.g., sperm whales,
Cuvier’s beaked whales, Baird’s beaked
whales, and Stejneger’s beaked whales);
however, for the following reasons
NMFS believes that 30 min is an
adequate length of the monitoring
period prior to the ramp-up of airguns:

(1) Because the Langseth is required
to monitor before ramp-up of the airgun
array, the time of monitoring prior to the
start-up of any but the smallest array is
effectively longer than 30 min (ramp-up
will begin with the smallest airgun in
the array and airguns will be added in
sequence such that the source level of
the array will increase in steps not
exceeding approximately 6 dB per 5 min
period over a total duration of 20 to 30
min;

(2) In many cases PSVOs are
observing during times when L-DEO is
not operating the seismic airguns and
would observe the area prior to the 30
min observation period;

(3) The majority of the species that
may be exposed do not stay underwater
more than 30 min; and

(4) All else being equal and if deep-
diving individuals happened to be in
the area in the short time immediately
prior to the pre-ramp up monitoring, if
an animal’s maximum underwater dive
time is 45 min, then there is only a one
in three chance that the last random
surfacing would occur prior to the
beginning of the required 30 min
monitoring period and that the animal
would not be seen during that 30 min
period.

Finally, seismic vessels are moving
continuously (because of the long,
towed array and streamer) and NMFS
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believes that unless the animal
submerges and follows at the speed of
the vessel (highly unlikely, especially
when considering that a significant part
of their movement is vertical [deep-
diving]), the vessel will be far beyond
the length of the EZ within 30 min, and
therefore it will be safe to start the
airguns again.

The effectiveness of monitoring is
science-based and the requirement that
monitoring and mitigation measures be
““practicable.” NMFS believes that the
framework for visual monitoring will:
(1) Be effective at spotting almost all
species for which take is requested; and
(2) that imposing additional
requirements, such as those suggested
by the Commission, would not
meaningfully increase the effectiveness
of observing marine mammals
approaching or entering the EZs and
thus further minimize the potential for
take.

Comment 6: The Commission
recommends that NMFS, prior to
granting the requested authorization,
provide additional justification for its
preliminary determination that the
proposed monitoring program will be
sufficient to detect, with a high level of
confidence, all marine mammals within
or entering the identified EZs and buffer
zones, including

(1) Identifying those species that it
believes can be detected with a high
degree of confidence using visual
monitoring only,

(2) Describing detection probability as
a function of distance from the vessel,

(3) Describing changes in detection
probability under various sea state and
weather conditions and light levels, and

(4) Explaining how close to the vessel
marine mammals must be for Protected
Species Observers (PSOs) to achieve
high nighttime detection rates.

Response: NMFS believes that the
planned monitoring program will be
sufficient to detect (using visual
monitoring and passive acoustic
monitoring [PAM]), with reasonable
certainty, marine mammals within or
entering identified EZs. This
monitoring, along with the required
mitigation measures, will result in the
least practicable adverse impact on the
affected species or stocks and will result
in a negligible impact on the affected
species or stocks of marine mammals.
Also, NMFS expects some animals to
avoid areas around the airgun array
ensonified at the level of the EZ.

NMFS acknowledges that the
detection probability for certain species
of marine mammals varies depending
on animal’s size and behavior as well as
sea state and weather conditions and
light levels. The detectability of marine

mammals likely decreases in low light
(i.e., darkness), higher Beaufort sea
states and wind conditions, and poor
weather (e.g., fog and/or rain). However,
at present, NMFS views the
combination of visual monitoring and
PAM as the most effective monitoring
and mitigation techniques available for
detecting marine mammals within or
entering the EZ. The final monitoring
and mitigation measures are the most
effective feasible measures and NMFS is
not aware of any additional measures
which could meaningfully increase the
likelihood of detecting marine mammals
in and around the EZ. Further, public
comment has not revealed any
additional monitoring or mitigation
measures that could be feasibly
implemented to increase the
effectiveness of detection.

NSF and L-DEOQ are receptive to
incorporating proven technologies and
techniques to enhance the current
monitoring and mitigation program.
Until proven technological advances are
made, nighttime mitigation measures
during operations include combinations
of the use of PSVOs for ramp-ups, PAM,
night vision devices (NVDs), and
continuous shooting of a mitigation
airgun. Should the airgun array be
powered-down, the operation of a single
airgun would continue to serve as a
sound source deterrent to marine
mammals. In the event of a complete
shut-down of the airgun array at night
for mitigation or repairs, L-DEO
suspends the data collection until one-
half hour after nautical twilight-dawn
(when PSVQ’s are able to clear the EZ).
L-DEO will not activate the airguns
until the entire EZ is visible for at least
30 min.

In cooperation with NMFS, L-DEO
will be conducting efficacy experiments
of NVDs during a future Langseth
cruise. In addition, in response to a
recommendation from NMFS, L-DEO is
evaluating the use of handheld forward-
looking thermal imaging cameras to
supplement nighttime monitoring and
mitigation practices. During other low
power seismic and seafloor mapping
surveys, L-DEQO successfully used these
devices while conducting nighttime
seismic operations.

Comment 7: The Commission
recommends that NMFS consult with
the funding agency (i.e., NSF) and
individual applicants (e.g., L-DEO and
U.S. Geological Survey [USGS]) to
develop, validate, and implement a
monitoring program that provides a
scientifically sound, reasonably accurate
assessment of the types of marine
mammal taking and number of marine
mammals taken.

Response: Numerous studies have
reported on the abundance and
distribution of marine mammals
inhabiting the GOA, which overlaps
with the seismic survey area, and L—
DEO has incorporated this data into
their analyses used to predict marine
mammal take in their application.
NMFS believes that L-DEQ’s current
approach for estimating abundance in
the survey area (prior to the survey) is
the best available approach.

There will be significant amounts of
transit time during the cruise, and
PSVOs will be on watch prior to and
after the seismic portions of the survey,
in addition to during the survey. The
collection of this visual observational
data by PSVOs may contribute to
baseline data on marine mammals
(presence/absence) and provide some
generalized support for estimated take
numbers, but it is unlikely that the
information gathered from this single
cruise along would result in any
statistically robust conclusions for any
particular species because of the small
number of animals typically observed.

NMFS acknowledges the
Commission’s recommendations and is
open to further coordination with the
Commission, NSF (the vessel owner),
and L-DEO (the ship operator on behalf
of NSF), to develop, validate, and
implement a monitoring program that
will provide or contribute towards a
more scientifically sound and
reasonably accurate assessment of the
types of marine mammal taking and the
number of marine mammals taken.
However, the cruise’s primary focus is
marine geophysical research and the
survey may be operationally limited due
to considerations such as location, time,
fuel, services, and other resources.

Comment 8: The Commission
recommends that NMFS require the
applicant to

(1) Report on the number of marine
mammals that were detected
acoustically and for which a power-
down or shut-down of the airguns was
initiated;

(2) Specify if such animals also were
detected visually; and

(3) Compare the results from the two
monitoring methods (visual versus
acoustic) to help identify their
respective strengths and weaknesses.

Response: The IHA requires that
PSAOs on the Langseth do and record
the following when a marine mammal is
detected by the PAM:

(i) Notify the on-duty PSVO(s)
immediately of a vocalizing marine
mammal so a power-down or shut-down
can be initiated, if required;

(ii) Enter the information regarding
the vocalization into a database. The
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data to be entered include an acoustic
encounter identification number,
whether it was linked with a visual
sighting, date, time when first and last
heard and whenever any additional
information was recorded, position, and
water depth when first detected, bearing
if determinable, species or species group
(e.g., unidentified dolphin, sperm
whale), types and nature of sounds
heard (e.g., clicks, continuous, sporadic,
whistles, creaks, burst pulses, strength
of signal, etc.), and any other notable
information.

L-DEO reports on the number of
acoustic detections made by the PAM
system within the post-cruise
monitoring reports as required by the
THA. The report also includes a
description of any acoustic detections
that were concurrent with visual
sightings, which allows for a
comparison of acoustic and visual
detection methods for each cruise.

The post-cruise monitoring reports
also include the following information:
the total operational effort in daylight
(hrs), the total operational effort at night
(hrs), the total number of hours of visual
observations conducted, the total
number of sightings, and the total
number of hours of acoustic detections
conducted.

LGL Ltd., Environmental Research
Associates (LGL), a contractor for L—
DEO, has processed sighting and density
data, and their publications can be
viewed online at: http://www.Igl.com/
index.php?option=com_content&view=
article&id=69&1Itemid=162&lang=en.
Post-cruise monitoring reports are
currently available on the NMFS’s
MMPA Incidental Take Program Web
site on the NSF Web site (http://www.
nsf.gov/geo/oce/envcomp/index.jsp)
should there be interest in further
analysis of this data by the public.

Comment 9: The Commission
recommends that NMFS condition the
authorization to require the L-DEO to
monitor, document, and report
observations during all ramp-up
procedures.

Response: The IHA requires that
PSVOs on the Langseth make
observations for 30 min prior to ramp-
up, during all ramp-ups, and during all
daytime seismic operations and record
the following information when a
marine mammal is sighted:

(i) Species, group size, age/size/sex
categories (if determinable), behavior
when first sighted and after initial
sighting, heading (if consistent), bearing
and distance from seismic vessel,
sighting cue, apparent reaction of the
airguns or vessel (e.g., none, avoidance,
approach, paralleling, etc., and

including responses to ramp-up), and
behavioral pace; and

(ii) Time, location, heading, speed,
activity of the vessel (including number
of airguns operating and whether in
state of ramp-up or power-down),
Beaufort wind force and sea state,
visibility, and sun glare.

Comment 10: The Commission
recommends that NMFS work with NSF
to analyze these monitoring data to help
determine the effectiveness of ramp-up
procedures as a mitigation measure for
geophysical surveys after the data are
compiled and quality control measures
have been completed.

Response: One of the primary
purposes of monitoring is to result in
“increased knowledge of the species”
and the effectiveness of monitoring and
mitigation measures; the effectiveness of
ramp-up as a mitigation measure and
marine mammal reaction to ramp-up
would be useful information in this
regard. NMFS has asked NSF and L—
DEO to gather all data that could
potentially provide information
regarding the effectiveness of ramp-ups
as a mitigation measure. However,
considering the low numbers of marine
mammal sightings and low numbers of
ramp-ups, it is unlikely that the
information will result in any
statistically robust conclusions for this
particular seismic survey. Over the long
term, these requirements may provide
information regarding the effectiveness
of ramp-up as a mitigation measure,
provided animals are detected during
ramp-up.

Comment 11: The Commission
recommends that NMFS condition the
IHA to require L-DEO to (1) report
immediately all injured or dead marine
mammals to NMFS and (2) suspend the
geophysical survey if a marine mammal
is seriously injured or killed and the
injury or death could have been caused
by the survey (e.g., a fresh dead carcass);
if additional measures are not likely to
reduce the risk of additional serious
injuries or deaths to a very low level,
require L-DEO to obtain the necessary
authorization for such takings under
section 101(a)(5)(A) of the MMPA before
allowing it to continue this survey or
initiate additional surveys.

Response: As stipulated in the IHA, in
the unanticipated event that the
specified activity clearly causes the take
of a marine mammal in a manner
prohibited by the IHA, such as an injury
(Level A harassment), serious injury or
mortality (e.g., ship-strike, gear
interaction, and/or entanglement), L—
DEO will immediately cease the
specified activities and immediately
report the incident to the Chief of the
Permits, Conservation, and Education

Division, Office of Protected Resources,
NMFS at 301-427-8401 and/or by e-
mail to Michael. Payne@noaa.gov and
Howard.Goldstein@noaa.gov, and the
Alaska Regional Stranding Coordinators
(Aleria.Jensen@noaa.gov and
Barbara.Mahoney@noaa.gov). The
incident report must include the
following information:

e Time, date, and location (latitude/
longitude) of the incident;

e Name and type of vessel involved;

e Vessel’s speed during and leading
up to the incident;

e Description of the incident;

e Status of all sound source use in the
24 hours preceding the incident;

e Water depth;

e Environmental conditions (e.g.,
wind speed and direction, Beaufort sea
state, cloud cover, and visibility);

e Description of all marine mammal
observations in the 24 hours preceding
the incident;

e Species identification or
description of the animal(s) involved;

e Fate of the animal(s); and

¢ Photographs or video footage of the
animal(s) (if equipment is available).

Activities shall not resume until
NMFS is able to review the
circumstances of the prohibited take.
NMEFS shall work with L-DEO to
determine what is necessary to
minimize the likelihood of further
prohibited take and ensure MMPA
compliance. L-DEO may not resume
their activities until notified by NMFS
via letter or e-mail, or telephone.

In the event that L-DEO discovers an
injured or dead marine mammal, and
the lead PSO determines that the cause
of the injury or death is unknown and
the death is relatively recent (i.e., in less
than a moderate state of decomposition
as described in the next paragraph), L—
DEO will immediately report the
incident to the Chief of the Permits,
Conservation, and Education Division,
Office of Protected Resources, NMFS, at
301—427-8401, and/or by e-mail to
Michael Payne@noaa.gov and
Howard.Goldstein@noaa.gov, and the
NMEFS Alaska Stranding Hotline (1—
877-925-7773) and/or by e-mail to the
Alaska Regional Stranding Coordinators
(Aleria.Jensen@noaa.gov and
Barbara.Mahoney@noaa.gov). The
report must include the same
information identified in the paragraph
above. Activities may continue while
NMFS reviews the circumstances of the
incident. NMFS will work with L-DEO
to determine whether modifications in
the activities are appropriate.

In the event that L-DEO discovers an
injured or dead marine mammal, and
the lead PSO determines that the injury
or death is not associated with or related
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to the activities authorized in the IHA
(e.g., previously wounded animal,
carcass with moderate to advanced
decomposition, or scavenger damage),
L-DEO will report the incident to the
Chief of the Permits, Conservation, and
Education Division, Office of Protected
Resources, NMFS, at 301-427-8401,
and/or by e-mail to

Michael Payne@noaa.gov and
Howard.Goldstein@noaa.gov, and the
NMFS Alaska Stranding Hotline (1—
877—925-7773), and/or by e-mail to the
Alaska Regional Stranding Coordinators
(Aleria.Jensen@noaa.gov and
Barbara.Mahoney@noaa.gov), within 24
hours of discovery. L-DEO will provide
photographs or video footage (if
available) or other documentation of the
stranded animal sighting to NMFS and
the Marine Mammal Stranding Network.

Description of the Marine Mammals in
the Area of the Specified Activity

Twenty-five marine mammal species
(18 cetacean, 6 pinniped, and the sea
otter) are known to or could occur in the

GOA study area. Several of these species
are listed as endangered under the U.S.
Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA;
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.), including the
North Pacific right (Eubalaena
japonica), humpback (Megaptera
novaeangliae), sei (Balaenoptera
borealis), fin (Balaenoptera physalus),
blue (Balaenoptera musculus), and
sperm (Physeter macrocephalus)
whales, as well as the Cook Inlet
distinct population segment (DPS) of
beluga whales (Dephinapterus leucas)
and the western stock of Steller sea
lions (Eumetopias jubatus). The eastern
stock of Steller sea lions is listed as
threatened, as is the southwest Alaska
DPS of the sea otter (Enhydra lutris).

The marine mammals that occur in
the survey area belong to four
taxonomic groups: odontocetes (toothed
cetaceans, such as dolphins), mysticetes
(baleen whales), pinnipeds (seals, sea
lions, and walrus), and fissipeds (sea
otter). Cetaceans and pinnipeds are the
subject of the IHA application to NMFS.

Walrus sightings are rare in the GOA.
Sea otters generally inhabit nearshore
areas inside the 40 m (131.2 ft) depth
contour (Riedman and Estes, 1990) and
could be encountered in coastal waters,
but likely would not be encountered in
the deep, offshore waters of the study
area. The sea otter and Pacific walrus
are two marine mammal species
mentioned in this document that are
managed by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS) and are not
considered further in this analysis; all
others are managed by NMFS. The Cook
Inlet DPS of beluga whales, California
sea lions (Zalophus c. californianus),
northern fur seals (Callorhinus ursinus),
and northern elephant seals (Mirounga
angustirostris) are not likely to be found
in the waters of the survey area.

Table 1 presents information on the
abundance, distribution, population
status, conservation status, and density
of the marine mammals that may occur
in the survey area during June to
August, 2011.

TABLE 1—THE HABITAT, REGIONAL ABUNDANCE, AND CONSERVATION STATUS OF MARINE MAMMALS THAT MAY OCCUR
IN OR NEAR THE SEISMIC SURVEY AREA IN THE WESTERN GOA
[See text and tables 2 to 4 in L-DEQ’s application and EA for further details.]

Density
o (#1 r(])()I? km?2)
ccurrence ; shallow
Species in/near Habitat A?X&Zﬁg;:e aESr?cljc;rLacl " ESA1 MMPA 2 intermediate
survey area deep
Best3 Max 4
Mysticetes:
North Pacific right whale | Rare ............ Coastal, shelf 28-315 ............ Low hundreds® .... | EN ................. Do 0 0
(Eubalaena japonica). 0 0
0 0
Gray whale (Eschrichtius | Uncommon Coastal ........... NA 19,1267 ..o DL e NC ..o 0 0
robustus). EN (Western D (Western 0 0
pop.). pop.). 0 0
Humpback whale (Megaptera | Common ..... Coastal, banks | 3,000 to 5,0008 | 20,800° ................ EN ..o Do 40.90 66.0
novaeangliae). 12.69 66.0
2.61 6.53
Minke whale (Balaenoptera | Uncommon Coastal, shelf 1,23310 ............ 25,0001 .............. |\ | NC ..cooveeeee 1.40 6.0
acutorostrata). 0.31 6.0
0 0
Sei whale (Balaenoptera bore- | Rare ............ Pelagic ........... NA 7,260 to 12,6202 | EN .................. Do 0 0
alis). 0 0
0 0
Fin whale (Balaenoptera | Common ..... Pelagic ........... 1,65210 ... 13,620 to EN .o Do 10.62 40.0
physalus). 18,680.13 12.61 40.0
2.90 10.38
Blue whale (Balaneoptera | Rare ............ Pelagic, shelf, | N.A oo, 3,500 ... EN s D o 0 0
musculus). coastal. 0 0
0 0
Odontocetes:
Sperm whale (Physeter | Uncommon Pelagic ........... 159715 24,00076 _............. EN .. Do 0 0
macrocephalus). 0.11 0.26
0.38 1.69
Cuvier's beaked whale (Ziphius | Common ..... Pelagic ........... NA e 20,0007 . NL e NC .o 0 0
cavirostris). 1.12 1.81
0 0
Baird’s beaked whale (Berardius | Rare ............ Pelagic ........... NA e 6,00018 ... NL i NC .o 0 0
bairdii). 0.37 0.60
0 0
Stejneger’s beaked whale | Common ..... Likely pelagic | N.A ... NA NL e |\ (O 0 0
(Mesoplodon stejnegeri). 0 0
0 0
Beluga whale (Delphinapterus | Rare ............ Coastal and 34019 .. NA EN34 ... D34 e 0 0
leucas). ice edges. NL NC ..o 0 0
0 0
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TABLE 1—THE HABITAT, REGIONAL ABUNDANCE, AND CONSERVATION STATUS OF MARINE MAMMALS THAT MAY OCCUR
IN OR NEAR THE SEISMIC SURVEY AREA IN THE WESTERN GOA—Continued
[See text and tables 2 to 4 in L-DEO’s application and EA for further details.]

Density
o (#1 ’P?OI(I) km2)
ccurrence ; shallow
Species in/near Habitat A?Xgiig(;e aESr?clizr:wacle ESA’ MMPA 2 intermediate
survey area deep
Best3 Max 4
Pacific white-sided dolphin | Common ..... Pelagic, shelf, | 26,88020 .......... 988,00021 ............ NL s 2.08 4.76
(Lagenorhynchus obliquidens). coastal. 3.96 14.36
0 0
Risso’s dolphin (Grampus | Rare ............ Pelagic, shelf, | N.A ..o, 838,00022 ............ NL e NC .o 0 0
griseus). coastal. 0 0
0 0
Killer whale (Orcinus orca) .......... Common ..... Pelagic, shelf, | 2,63623 ............ 8,50024 ............... NL35 ........... NC ..covveeiene 7.26 41.80
coastal. 7.34 41.80
3.79 13.53
Short-finned pilot whale | Rare ............ Pelagic, shelf, NA e 53,00022 .............. NL s NC ..oovveeeee 0 0
(Globicephala macrorhynchus). coastal. 0 0
0 0
Harbor  porpoise  (Phocoena | Uncommon Coastal ........... 11,146 25 168,38727 ............ NL e NC .o 3.67 46.71
phocoena). 31,04626 2.87 14.43
0 0
Dall’'s porpoise (Phocoenoides | Common ..... Pelagic, shelf 83,40020 .......... 1,186,00028 ......... NL e NC ..covveeiene 13.57 21.77
dalli). 31.56 37.23
25.69 62.50
Pinnipeds:
Northern fur seal (Callorhinus | Uncommon Pelagic, 653,1717 ......... 1.1 million2°® ......... NL oo Do 0 0
ursinus). breeds 0 0
coastally. 0 0
Steller sea lion (Eumetopias | Common ..... Coastal, off- 58,334 NA T36 s Do 3.29 3.99
jubatus). shore. 72,223.30 EN36 .. 2.91 4.20
42,36631 .......... 9.80 14.70
California sea lion (Zalophus c. | Uncommon Coastal ........... NA 238,000 ............ NL e NC ..o N.A N.A
californianus).
Harbor seal (Phoca vitulina | Uncommon Coastal ........... 4597526 ... 180,01732 ............ |\ | R, NC .covveeeee 1.65 2.0
richardsi). 14.03 20.28
0 0
Northern elephant seal (Mirounga | Uncommon Coastal, off- NA 124,00033 ............ NL e 0 0
angustirostris). shore. 0 0
0 0

N.A. Not available or not assessed.

1U.S. Endangered Species Act: EN = Endangered, T = Threatened, NL = Not listed.

2U.S. Marine Mammal Protection Act: D = Depleted, NC = Not Classified.

3Best density estimate as listed in Table 3 of the application.

4Maximum density estimate as listed in Table 3 of the application.

5Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands (Wade et al., 2010).

6Western population (Brownell et al., 2001).

7 Eastern North Pacific (Allen and Angliss, 2010).

8 GOA (Calambokidis et al., 2008).

9North Pacific Ocean (Barlow et al., 2009).

10Western GOA and eastern Aleutians (Zerbini et al., 2006).

11 Northwest Pacific (Buckland et al., 1992; IWC, 2009).

12North Pacific (Tillman, 1977).

13North Pacific (Ohsumi and Wada, 1974).

14 Eastern North Pacific (NMFS, 1998).

15Western GOA and eastern Aleutians (Zerbini et al., 2004).

16 Eastern temperate North Pacific (Whitehead, 2002b).

17 Eastern Tropical Pacific (Wade and Gerrodette, 1993).

18 Western North Pacific (Reeves and Leatherwood, 1994; Kasuya, 2002).

19Cook Inlet stock (Shelden et al., 2010).

20 Alaska stock (Allen and Angliss, 2010).

21 North Pacific Ocean (Miyashita, 1993b).

22\Western North Pacific Ocean (Miyashita, 1993a).

23 Minimum abundance in Alaska, includes 2,084 resident and 552 GOA, Bering Sea, Aleutian Islands transients (Allen and Angliss, 2010).

24 Eastern Tropical Pacific (Ford, 2002).

25 Southeast Alaska stock (Allen and Angliss, 2010).

26 GOA stock (Allen and Angliss, 2010).

27 Eastern North Pacific (totals from Carretta et al., 2009 and Allen and Angliss, 2010).

28 North Pacific Ocean and Bering Sea (Houck and Jefferson, 1999).

29 North Pacific (Gelatt and Lowry, 2008).

30 Eastern U.S. Stock (Allen and Angliss, 2010).

31 Western U.S. Stock (Allen and Angliss, 2010).

32Alaska statewide (Allen and Angliss, 2010).

33 Caretta et al., 2009.

34 Cook Inlet DPS is listed as Endangered and Depleted; other stocks are not listed.
( ?'OSStocks in )Alaska are not listed, but the southern resident DPS is listed as endangered. AT1 transient in Alaska is considered depleted and a strategic stock
NOAA, 2004a).

36 Eastern stock is listed as threatened, and the western stock is listed as endangered.

Refer to Section IIT and IV of L-DEQO’s  distribution, population status, and life =~ The application also presents how L—
application for detailed information history and behavior of these species DEO calculated the estimated densities
regarding the abundance and and their occurrence in the project area.  for the marine mammals in the survey
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area. NMFS has reviewed these data and
determined them to be the best available

scientific information for the purposes
of the IHA.

Potential Effects on Marine Mammals

Acoustic stimuli generated by the
operation of the airguns, which
introduce sound into the marine
environment, may have the potential to
cause Level B harassment of marine
mammals in the survey area. The effects
of sounds from airgun operations might
include one or more of the following:
Tolerance, masking of natural sounds,
behavioral disturbance, temporary or
permanent hearing impairment, or non-
auditory physical or physiological
effects (Richardson et al., 1995; Gordon
et al., 2004; Nowacek et al., 2007;
Southall et al., 2007).

Permanent hearing impairment, in the
unlikely event that it occurred, would
constitute injury, but temporary
threshold shift (TTS) is not an injury
(Southall et al., 2007). Although the
possibility cannot be entirely excluded,
it is unlikely that the project would
result in any cases of temporary or
permanent hearing impairment, or any
significant non-auditory physical or
physiological effects. Based on the
available data and studies described
here, some behavioral disturbance is
expected, but NMFS expects the
disturbance to be localized and short-
term.

The notice of the proposed IHA (76
FR 26255, May 6, 2011) included a
discussion of the effects of sounds from
airguns on mysticetes, odontocetes, and
pinnipeds including tolerance, masking,
behavioral disturbance, hearing
impairment, and other non-auditory
physical effects. NMFS refers the reader
to L-DEQO’s application, and EA for
additional information on the
behavioral reactions (or lack thereof) by
all types of marine mammals to seismic
vessels.

Anticipated Effects on Marine Mammal
Habitat, Fish, Fisheries, and
Invertebrates

NMFS included a detailed discussion
of the potential effects of this action on
marine mammal habitat, including
physiological and behavioral effects on
marine fish, fisheries, and invertebrates
in the notice of the proposed IHA (76 FR
26255, May 6, 2011). While NMFS
anticipates that the specified activity
may result in marine mammals avoiding
certain areas due to temporary
ensonification, this impact to habitat is
temporary and reversible which NMFS
considered in further detail in the notice
of the proposed IHA (76 FR 25255, May
6, 2011) as behavioral modification. The

main impact associated with the activity
would be temporarily elevated noise
levels and the associated direct effects
on marine mammals.

Recent work by Andre et al. (2011)
purports to present the first
morphological and ultrastructural
evidence of massive acoustic trauma
(i.e., permanent and substantial
alterations of statocyst sensory hair
cells) in four cephalopod species
subjected to low-frequency sound. The
cephalopods, primarily cuttlefish, were
exposed to continuous 40 to 400 Hz
sinusoidal wave sweeps (100% duty
cycle and 1 s sweep period) for two
hours while captive in relatively small
tanks (one 2,000 liter [L, 2 m3] and one
200 L [0.2 m3] tank). The received SPL
was reported as 157£5 dB re 1 uPa, with
peak levels at 175 dB re 1 uPa. As in the
McCauley et al. (2003) paper on sensory
hair cell damage in pink snapper as a
result of exposure to seismic sound, the
cephalopods were subjected to higher
sound levels than they would be under
natural conditions, and they were
unable to swim away from the sound
source.

Mitigation

In order to issue an ITA under section
101(a)(5)(D) of the MMPA, NMFS must
set forth the permissible methods of
taking pursuant to such activity, and
other means of effecting the least
practicable adverse impact on such
species or stock and its habitat, paying
particular attention to rookeries, mating
grounds, and areas of similar
significance, and the availability of such
species or stock for taking for certain
subsistence uses.

L-DEO has based the mitigation
measures described herein, to be
implemented for the seismic survey, on
the following:

(1) Protocols used during previous L—
DEO seismic research cruises as
approved by NMFS;

(2) Previous IHA applications and
IHAs approved and authorized by
NMFS; and

(3) Recommended best practices in
Richardson et al. (1995), Pierson et al.
(1998), and Weir and Dolman (2007).

To reduce the potential for
disturbance from acoustic stimuli
associated with the activities, L-DEO
and/or its designees will implement the
following mitigation measures for
marine mammals:

(1) EZs;

(2) Power-down procedures;

(3) Shut-down procedures;

(4) Ramp-up procedures; and

(5) Special procedures for situations
and species of concern.

Planning Phase—The PIs worked with
L-DEO and NSF to identify potential
time periods to carry out the survey
taking into consideration key factors
such as environmental conditions (i.e.,
the seasonal presence of marine
mammals, sea turtles, and sea birds),
weather conditions, and equipment. The
survey was previously scheduled for
September, 2010; however after further
consideration, it was viewed as not a
viable operational option because of the
strong possibility of not being able to
carry out the science mission under
potential weather conditions in the
region at that time of year. Also, the late
June to early August cruise avoids the
peak in humpback abundance (late
August to early September) and the peak
of the marine mammal harvest
(generally September to December, with
a reduction in hunting effort in
summer).

Reducing the size of the energy source
was also considered, but it was decided
that the 6,600 in3, 36 airgun array is
necessary to penetrate through the
seafloor to accurately delineate the
geologic features and to achieve the
primary scientific objectives of the
program. A large source that is rich in
relatively low-frequency seismic energy
is required to penetrate to depths greater
than 20 to 30 km (10.8 to 16.2 nmi) and
image the deep fault that causes
earthquakes off Alaska. By towing this
source configuration at 12 m below the
sea surface, the lower frequencies are
enhanced. If a smaller source were used,
it would inhibit the deep imaging of the
fault zone, thus preventing the
scientists’ ability to carry out their
research and meet their objectives.
Similarly, the combination of OBSs and
hydrophone streamers are needed to
record seismic returns from deep in the
earth and determine the depth and
geometry of the fault zone, thus meeting
the scientific objectives.

EZs—Received sound levels have
been determined by corrected empirical
measurements for the 36 airgun array,
and a L-DEO model was used to predict
the EZs for the single 1900LL 40 in3
airgun, which will be used during
power-downs. Results were recently
reported for propagation measurements
of pulses from the 36 airgun array in
two water depths (approximately 1,600
m and 50 m [5,249 to 164 ft]) in the
GOM in 2007 to 2008 (Tolstoy et al.,
2009). It would be prudent to use the
corrected empirical values that resulted
to determine EZs for the airgun array.
Results of the propagation
measurements (Tolstoy et al., 2009)
showed that radii around the airguns for
various received levels varied with
water depth. As results for
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measurements in intermediate depth
water are still under analysis, values
halfway between the deep and shallow-
water measurements were used. In
addition, propagation varies with array
tow depth. The depth of the array was
different in the GOM calibration study
(6 m [19.7 ft]) than in the survey in the
GOA (12 m); thus, correction factors
have been applied to the distances
reported by Tolstoy et al. (2009). The
correction factors used were the ratios of
the 160, 180, and 190 dB distances from
the modeled results for the 6,600 in3
airgun array towed at 6 m versus 12 m.
Measurements were not reported for a
single airgun, so model results will be
used. The tow depth has minimal effect

on the maximum near-field output and
the shape of the frequency spectrum for
the single airgun; thus, the predicted EZ
are essentially the same at different tow
depths. The L-DEO model does not
allow for bottom interactions, and thus
is most directly applicable to deep water
and to relatively short ranges; correction
factors were used to estimate EZs in
shallow and intermediate depth water
as was done for previous L-DEO
surveys from the Langseth. A detailed
description of the modeling effort is
predicted in Appendix A of the EA.
Based on the corrected propagation
measurements (airgun array) and
modeling (single airgun), the distances
from the source where sound levels are

predicted to be 190, 180, and 160 dB re
1 uPa (rms) were determined (see Table
2 below). The 180 and 190 dB radii are
shut-down criteria applicable to
cetaceans and pinnipeds, respectively,
as specified by NMFS (2000); these
levels were used to establish the EZs. If
the PSVO detects marine mammal(s)
within or about to enter the appropriate
EZ, the airguns will be powered-down
(or shut-down, if necessary)
immediately.

Table 2 summarizes the predicted
distances at which sound levels (160,
180, and 190 dB [rms]) are expected to
be received from the 36 airgun array and
a single airgun operating in deep water
depths.

TABLE 2—MEASURED (ARRAY) OR PREDICTED (SINGLE AIRGUN) DISTANCES TO WHICH SOUND LEVELS > 190, 180, AND
160 DB RE: 1 uPa (RMS) CouLD BE RECEIVED IN VARIOUS WATER DEPTH CATEGORIES DURING THE SURVEY IN
THE WESTERN GOA, JUNE TO AUGUST, 2011

Predicted RMS radii distances

Source and volume Tomzncqi)epth Watezrmc;epth (m)
190 dB 180 dB 160 dB
Single Bolt airgun (40 | 610 12 ....ccovveirreenee. Deep (>1,000 ) ..ooooiiieiiiiiiiieeeeee s 12 40 385
in3).
Intermediate (100 to 1,000) .......ccoeerevrveeens 18 60 578
Shallow (<100) 150 296 1,050
4 Strings 36 airguns 12 s Deep (>1,000) 460 1,100 4,400
(6,600 in3).
Intermediate (100 to 1,000) 615 1,810 13,935
Shallow (<100) ....ccceeevvveeeens 770 2,520 23,470

Power-down Procedures—A power-
down involves decreasing the number of
airguns in use to one airgun, such that
the radius of the 180 dB (or 190 dB)
zone is decreased to the extent that
marine mammals are no longer in or
about to enter the EZ. A power-down of
the airgun array can also occur when the
vessel is moving from one seismic line
to another. During a power-down for
mitigation, L-DEO will operate one
airgun. The continued operation of one
airgun is intended to alert marine
mammals to the presence of the seismic
vessel in the area. In contrast, a shut-
down occurs when the Langseth
suspends all airgun activity.

If the PSVO detects a marine mammal
outside the EZ, but it is likely to enter
the EZ, L-DEO will power-down the
airguns before the animal is within the
EZ. Likewise, if a mammal is already
within the EZ, when first detected
L-DEO will power-down the airguns
immediately. During a power-down of
the airgun array, L-DEO will also
operate the 40 in3 airgun. If a marine
mammal is detected within or near the
smaller EZ around that single airgun
(Table 1), L-DEO will shut-down the
airgun (see next section).

Following a power-down, L-DEO will
not resume airgun activity until the
marine mammal has cleared the EZ.
L-DEO will consider the animal to have
cleared the EZ if:

e A PSVO has visually observed the
animal leave the EZ, or

e A PSVO has not sighted the animal
within the EZ for 15 min for species
with shorter dive durations (i.e., small
odontocetes or pinnipeds), or 30 min for
species with longer dive durations (i.e.,
mysticetes and large odontocetes,
including sperm, killer, and beaked
whales).

During airgun operations following a
power-down (or shut-down) whose
duration has exceeded the time limits
specified previously, L-DEO will ramp-
up the airgun array gradually (see Shut-
down and Ramp-up Procedures).

Shut-down Procedures—L-DEO will
shut down the operating airgun(s) if a
marine mammal is seen within or
approaching the EZ for the single
airgun. L-DEO will implement a shut-
down:

(1) If an animal enters the EZ of the
single airgun after L-DEO has initiated
a power-down; or

(2) If an animal is initially seen within
the EZ of the single airgun when more

than one airgun (typically the full
airgun array) is operating.

L-DEO will not resume airgun
activity until the marine mammal has
cleared the EZ, or until the PSVO is
confident that the animal has left the
vicinity of the vessel. Criteria for
judging that the animal has cleared the
EZ will be as described in the preceding
section.

Ramp-up Procedures—L—DEO will
follow a ramp-up procedure when the
airgun array begins operating after a
specified period without airgun
operations or when a power-down has
exceeded that period. L-DEO proposes
that, for the present cruise, this period
would be approximately nine min. This
period is based on the 180 dB radius
(1,200 m) for the 36 airgun array towed
at a depth of 12 m in relation to the
minimum planned speed of the
Langseth while shooting (7.4 km/hr).
L-DEO has used similar periods
(approximately 8 to 10 min) during
previous surveys.

Ramp-up will begin with the smallest
airgun in the array (40 in3). Airguns will
be added in a sequence such that the
source level of the array will increase in
steps not exceeding approximately six
dB per five min period over a total
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duration of approximately 35 min.
During ramp-up, the Protected Species
Observers (PSOs) will monitor the EZ,
and if marine mammals are sighted,
L-DEO will implement a power-down
or shut-down as though the full airgun
array were operational.

If the complete EZ has not been
visible for at least 30 min prior to the
start of operations in either daylight or
nighttime, L-DEO will not commence
the ramp-up unless at least one airgun
(40 in? or similar) has been operating
during the interruption of seismic
survey operations. Given these
provisions, it is likely that the airgun
array will not be ramped-up from a
complete shut-down at night or in thick
fog, because the outer part of the EZ for
that array will not be visible during
those conditions. If one airgun has
operated during a power-down period,
ramp-up to full power will be
permissible at night or in poor visibility,
on the assumption that marine
mammals will be alerted to the
approaching seismic vessel by the
sounds from the single airgun and could
move away. L-DEO will not initiate a
ramp-up of the airguns if a marine
mammal is sighted within or near the
applicable EZs during the day or close
to the vessel at night.

Special Procedures for Situations and
Species of Concern—L-DEO will
implement special mitigation
procedures as follows:

e The airguns will be shut down
immediately if ESA-listed species for
which no takes are being requested (i.e.,
North Pacific right, sei, blue, and beluga
whales) are sighted at any distance from
the vessel. Ramp-up will only begin if
the whale has not been seen for 30 min.

¢ Concentrations of humpback, fin,
and/or killer whales will be avoided if
possible, and the array will be powered
down if necessary. For purposes of this
survey, a concentration or group of
whales will consist of three or more
individuals visually sighted that do not
appear to be traveling (e.g., feeding,
socializing, etc.).

e Seismic operations in Chignik Bay
will be conducted from nearshore to
offshore waters.

¢ Avoidance of areas where
subsistence fishers are fishing, if
requested (or viewed as necessary).

NMFS has carefully evaluated the
applicant’s mitigation measures and has
considered a range of other measures in
the context of ensuring that NMFS
prescribes the means of effecting the
least practicable adverse impact on the
affected marine mammal species and
stocks and their habitat. NMFS’s
evaluation of potential measures

included consideration of the following
factors in relation to one another:

(1) The manner in which, and the
degree to which, the successful
implementation of the measure is
expected to minimize adverse impacts
to marine mammals;

(2) The proven or likely efficacy of the
specific measure to minimize adverse
impacts as planned; and

(3) The practicability of the measure
for applicant implementation.

Based on NMFS’s evaluation of the
applicant’s measures, as well as other
measures considered by NMFS or
recommended by the public, NMFS has
determined that the mitigation measures
provide the means of effecting the least
practicable adverse impacts on marine
mammal species or stocks and their
habitat, paying particular attention to
rookeries, mating grounds, and areas of
similar significance.

Monitoring and Reporting

In order to issue an ITA for an
activity, section 101(a)(5)(D) of the
MMPA states that NMFS must set forth
“requirements pertaining to the
monitoring and reporting of such
taking.” The MMPA implementing
regulations at 50 CFR 216.104 (a)(13)
indicate that requests for IHAs must
include the suggested means of
accomplishing the necessary monitoring
and reporting that will result in
increased knowledge of the species and
of the level of taking or impacts on
populations of marine mammals that are
expected to be present in the action
area.

Monitoring

L-DEO will sponsor marine mammal
monitoring during the present project,
in order to implement the mitigation
measures that require real-time
monitoring, and to satisfy the
monitoring requirements of the THA.
L-DEQO’s Monitoring Plan is described
below this section. The monitoring work
described here has been planned as a
self-contained project independent of
any other related monitoring projects
that may be occurring simultaneously in
the same regions. L-DEO is prepared to
discuss coordination of its monitoring
program with any related work that
might be done by other groups insofar
as this is practical and desirable.

Vessel-Based Visual Monitoring

L-DEQ’s PSVOs will be based aboard
the seismic source vessel and will watch
for marine mammals near the vessel
during daytime airgun operations and
during any ramp-ups at night. PSVOs
will also watch for marine mammals
near the seismic vessel for at least 30

min prior to the start of airgun
operations after an extended shut-down
(i.e., greater than approximately 9 min
for this cruise). When feasible, PSVOs
will conduct observations during
daytime periods when the seismic
system is not operating for comparison
of sighting rates and behavior with and
without airgun operations and between
acquisition periods. Based on PSVO
observations, the airguns will be
powered down or shut down when
marine mammals are observed within or
about to enter a designated EZ. The EZ
is a region in which a possibility exists
of adverse effects on animal hearing or
other physical effects.

During seismic operations in the
western GOA, at least four PSOs (PSVO
and/or PSAQO) will be based aboard the
Langseth. L-DEO will appoint the PSOs
with NMFS’s concurrence. Observations
will take place during ongoing daytime
operations and nighttime ramp-ups of
the airguns. During the majority of
seismic operations, two PSVOs will be
on duty from the observation tower to
monitor marine mammals near the
seismic vessel. Use of two simultaneous
PSVOs will increase the effectiveness of
detecting animals near the source
vessel. However, during meal times and
bathroom breaks, it is sometimes
difficult to have two PSVOs on effort,
but at least one PSVO will be on duty.
PSVO(s) will be on duty in shifts of
duration no longer than 4 hrs.

Two PSVOs will also be on visual
watch during all nighttime ramp-ups of
the seismic airguns. A third PSAO will
monitor the PAM equipment 24 hours a
day to detect vocalizing marine
mammals present in the action area. In
summary, a typical daytime cruise
would have scheduled two PSVOs on
duty from the observation tower, and a
third PSAO on PAM. Other crew will
also be instructed to assist in detecting
marine mammals and implementing
mitigation requirements (if practical).
Other crew will also be instructed to
assist in detecting marine mammals and
implementing mitigation requirements.
Before the start of the seismic survey,
the crew will be given additional
instruction on how to do so.

The Langseth is a suitable platform for
marine mammal observations. When
stationed on the observation platform,
the eye level will be approximately 21.5
m (70.5 ft) above sea level, and the
PSVO will have a good view around the
entire vessel. During daytime, the
PSVOs will scan the area around the
vessel systematically with reticle
binoculars (e.g., 7 x 50 Fujinon), Big-eye
binoculars (25 x 150), and with the
naked eye. During darkness, night
vision devices (NVDs) will be available
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(ITT F500 Series Generation 3
binocular-image intensifier or
equivalent), when required. Laser range-
finding binoculars (Leica LRF 1200 laser
rangefinder or equivalent) will be
available to assist with distance
estimation. Those are useful in training
observers to estimate distances visually,
but are generally not useful in
measuring distances to animals directly;
that is done primarily with the reticles
in the binoculars.

When marine mammals are detected
within or about to enter the designated
EZ, the airguns will immediately be
powered-down or shut-down if
necessary. The PSVO(s) will continue to
maintain watch to determine when the
animal(s) are outside the EZ by visual
confirmation. Airgun operations will
not resume until the animal is
confirmed to have left the EZ, or if not
observed after 15 min for species with
shorter dive durations (small
odontocetes and pinnipeds) or 30 min
for species with longer dive durations
(mysticetes and large odontocetes,
including sperm, killer, and beaked
whales).

Passive Acoustic Monitoring (PAM)

PAM will complement the visual
monitoring program, when practicable.
Visual monitoring typically is not
effective during periods of poor
visibility or at night, and even with
good visibility, is unable to detect
marine mammals when they are below
the surface or beyond visual range.
Acoustical monitoring can be used in
addition to visual observations to
improve detection, identification, and
localization of cetaceans. The acoustic
monitoring will serve to alert visual
observers (if on duty) when vocalizing
cetaceans are detected. It is only useful
when marine mammals call, but it can
be effective either by day or by night,
and does not depend on good visibility.
It will be monitored in real time so that
the PSVOs can be advised when
cetaceans are detected.

The PAM system consists of hardware
(i.e., hydrophones) and software. The
“wet end” of the system consists of a
towed hydrophone array that is
connected to the vessel by a tow cable.
The tow cable is 250 m (820.2 ft) long,
and the hydrophones are fitted in the
last 10 m (32.8 ft) of cable. A depth
gauge is attached to the free end of the
cable, and the cable is typically towed
at depths less than 20 m (65.6 ft). The
array will be deployed from a winch
located on the back deck. A deck cable
will connect from the winch to the main
computer laboratory where the acoustic
station, signal conditioning, and
processing system will be located. The

acoustic signals received by the
hydrophones are amplified, digitized,
and then processed by the Pamguard
software. The system can detect marine
mammal vocalizations at frequencies up
to 250 kHz.

One Protected Species Acoustic
Observer (PSAO, an expert
bioacoustician in addition to the four
PSVOs), with primary responsibility for
PAM, will be onboard the Langseth. The
towed hydrophones will ideally be
monitored by the PSAO 24 hours per
day while at the seismic survey area
during airgun operations, and during
most periods when the Langseth is
under way while the airguns are not
operating. However, PAM may not be
possible if damage occurs to the array or
back-up systems during operations. The
primary PAM streamer on the Langseth
is a digital hydrophone streamer.
Should the digital streamer fail, back-up
systems should include an analog spare
streamer and a hull-mounted
hydrophone. One PSAO will monitor
the acoustic detection system by
listening to the signals from two
channels via headphones and/or
speakers and watching the real-time
spectrographic display for frequency
ranges produced by cetaceans. The
PSAO monitoring the acoustical data
will be on shift for one to six hours at
a time. All PSOs are expected to rotate
through the PAM position, although the
expert PSAO will be on PAM duty more
frequently.

When a vocalization is detected while
visual observations are in progress, the
PSAO will contact the PSVO
immediately, to alert him/her to the
presence of cetaceans (if they have not
already been seen), and to allow a
power-down or shut-down to be
initiated, if required. When bearings
(primary and mirror-image) to calling
cetacean(s) are determined, the bearings
will be related to the PSVO(s) to help
him/her sight the calling animal. The
information regarding the call will be
entered into a database. Data entry will
include an acoustic encounter
identification number, whether it was
linked with a visual sighting, date, time
when first and last heard and whenever
any additional information was
recorded, position and water depth
when first detected, bearing if
determinable, species or species group
(e.g., unidentified dolphin, sperm
whale), types and nature of sounds
heard (e.g., clicks, continuous, sporadic,
whistles, creaks, burst pulses, strength
of signal, etc.), and any other notable
information. The acoustic detection can
also be recorded for further analysis.

PSVO Data and Documentation

PSVOs will record data to estimate
the numbers of marine mammals
exposed to various received sound
levels and to document apparent
disturbance reactions or lack thereof.
Data will be used to estimate numbers
of animals potentially “taken” by
harassment (as defined in the MMPA).
They will also provide information
needed to order a power-down or shut-
down of the airguns when a marine
mammal is within or near the EZ.
Observations will also be made during
daytime periods when the Langseth is
under way without seismic operations.
In addition to transits to, from, and
through the study area, there will also
be opportunities to collect baseline
biological data during the deployment
and recovery of OBSs.

When a sighting is made, the
following information about the sighting
will be recorded:

1. Species, group size, age/size/sex
categories (if determinable), behavior
when first sighted and after initial
sighting, heading (if consistent), bearing
and distance from seismic vessel,
sighting cue, apparent reaction to the
airguns or vessel (e.g., none, avoidance,
approach, paralleling, etc.), and
behavioral pace.

2. Time, location, heading, speed,
activity of the vessel, sea state,
visibility, and sun glare.

The data listed under (2) will also be
recorded at the start and end of each
observation watch, and during a watch
whenever there is a change in one or
more of the variables.

All observations and power-downs or
shut-downs will be recorded in a
standardized format. Data will be
entered into an electronic database. The
accuracy of the data entry will be
verified by computerized data validity
checks as the data are entered and by
subsequent manual checking of the
database. These procedures will allow
initial summaries of data to be prepared
during and shortly after the field
program, and will facilitate transfer of
the data to statistical, graphical, and
other programs for further processing
and archiving.

Results from the vessel-based
observations will provide:

1. The basis for real-time mitigation
(airgun power-down or shut-down).

2. Information needed to estimate the
number of marine mammals potentially
taken by harassment, which must be
reported to NMFS.

3. Data on the occurrence,
distribution, and activities of marine
mammals in the area where the seismic
study is conducted.
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4. Information to compare the
distance and distribution of marine
mammals relative to the source vessel at
times with and without seismic activity.

5. Data on the behavior and
movement patterns of marine mammals
seen at times with and without seismic
activity.

L-DEO will submit a report to NMFS
and NSF within 90 days after the end of
the cruise. The report will describe the
operations that were conducted and
sightings of marine mammals near the
operations. The report will provide full
documentation of methods, results, and
interpretation pertaining to all
monitoring. The 90-day report will
summarize the dates and locations of
seismic operations, and all marine
mammal sightings (dates, times,
locations, activities, associated seismic
survey activities). The report will also
include estimates of the number and
nature of exposures that could result in
“takes” of marine mammals by
harassment or in other ways.

In the unanticipated event that the
specified activity clearly causes the take
of a marine mammal in a manner
prohibited by this IHA, such as an
injury (Level A harassment), serious
injury or mortality (e.g., ship-strike, gear
interaction, and/or entanglement), L—
DEO will immediately cease the
specified activities and immediately
report the incident to the Chief of the
Permits, Conservation, and Education
Division, Office of Protected Resources,
NMFS at 301-427-8401 and/or by e-
mail to Michael.Payne@noaa.gov and
Howard.Goldstein@noaa.gov, and the
Alaska Regional Stranding Coordinators
(Aleria.Jensen@noaa.gov and
Barbara.Mahoney@noaa.gov). The
report must include the following
information:

e Time, date, and location (latitude/
longitude) of the incident;

e Name and type of vessel involved;

e Vessel’s speed during and leading
up to the incident;

¢ Description of the incident;

e Status of all sound source use in the
24 hours preceding the incident;

e Water depth;

e Environmental conditions (e.g.,
wind speed and direction, Beaufort sea
state, cloud cover, and visibility);

¢ Description of all marine mammal
observations in the 24 hours preceding
the incident;

¢ Species identification or
description of the animal(s) involved;

e Fate of the animal(s); and

e Photographs or video footage of the
animal(s) (if equipment is available).
Activities shall not resume until NMFS
is able to review the circumstances of

the prohibited take. NMFS shall work
with L-DEO to determine what is
necessary to minimize the likelihood of
further prohibited take and ensure
MMPA compliance. L-DEO may not
resume their activities until notified by
NMFS via letter or e-mail, or telephone.

In the event that L-DEO discovers an
injured or dead marine mammal, and
the lead PSO determines that the cause
of the injury or death is unknown and
the death is relatively recent (i.e., in less
than a moderate state of decomposition
as described in the next paragraph), L—
DEO will immediately report the
incident to the Chief of the Permits,
Conservation, and Education Division,
Office of Protected Resources, NMFS, at
301-427-8401, and/or by e-mail to
Michael . Payne@noaa.gov and
Howard.Goldstein@noaa.gov, and the
NMFS Alaska Stranding Hotline (1—
877-925-7773) and/or by e-mail to the
Alaska Regional Stranding Coordinators
(Aleria.Jensen@noaa.gov and
Barbara.Mahoney@noaa.gov). The
report must include the same
information identified in the paragraph
above. Activities may continue while
NMEF'S reviews the circumstances of the
incident. NMFS will work with L-DEO
to determine whether modifications in
the activities are appropriate.

In the event that L-DEO discovers an
injured or dead marine mammal, and
the lead PSO determines that the injury
or death is not associated with or related
to the activities authorized in the THA
(e.g., previously wounded animal,
carcass with moderate to advanced
decomposition, or scavenger damage),
L-DEO will report the incident to the
Chief of the Permits, Conservation, and
Education Division, Office of Protected
Resources, NMFS, at 301-427-8401,
and/or by e-mail to
Michael Payne@noaa.gov and
Howard.Goldstein@noaa.gov, and the
NMFS Alaska Stranding Hotline (1—
877-925-7773), and/or by e-mail to the
Alaska Regional Stranding Coordinators
(Aleria.Jensen@noaa.gov and
Barbara.Mahoney@noaa.gov), within 24
hours of discovery. L-DEO will provide
photographs or video footage (if
available) or other documentation of the
stranded animal sighting to NMFS and
the Marine Mammal Stranding Network.

Estimated Take by Incidental
Harassment

Except with respect to certain
activities not pertinent here, the MMPA
defines ““harassment” as:

any act of pursuit, torment, or annoyance
which (i) has the potential to injure a marine
mammal or marine mammal stock in the wild
[Level A harassment]; or (ii) has the potential
to disturb a marine mammal or marine

mammal stock in the wild by causing
disruption of behavioral patterns, including,
but not limited to, migration, breathing,
nursing, breeding, feeding, or sheltering
[Level B harassment].

Only take by Level B harassment is
anticipated and authorized as a result of
the marine seismic survey in the
western GOA. Acoustic stimuli (i.e.,
increased underwater sound) generated
during the operation of the seismic
airgun array may have the potential to
cause marine mammals in the survey
area to be exposed to sounds at or
greater than 160 dB or cause temporary,
short-term changes in behavior. There is
no evidence that the planned activities
could result in injury, serious injury, or
mortality within the specified
geographic area for which NMFS has
issued the IHA. Take by injury, serious
injury, or mortality is thus neither
anticipated nor authorized. NMFS has
determined that the required mitigation
and monitoring measures will minimize
any potential risk for injury, serious
injury, or mortality.

The following sections describe L—
DEO’s methods to estimate take by
incidental harassment and present the
applicant’s estimates of the numbers of
marine mammals that could be affected
during the seismic program. The
estimates are based on a consideration
of the number of marine mammals that
could be disturbed appreciably by
operations with the 36 airgun array to be
used during approximately 2,553 km of
survey lines in the western GOA.

L-DEQO assumes that, during
simultaneous operations of the airgun
array and the other sources, any marine
mammals close enough to be affected by
the MBES and SBP would already be
affected by the airguns. However,
whether or not the airguns are operating
simultaneously with the other sources,
marine mammals are expected to exhibit
no more than short-term and
inconsequential responses to the MBES
and SBP given their characteristics (e.g.,
narrow, downward-directed beam) and
other considerations described
previously. Such reactions are not
considered to constitute ‘“‘taking”
(NMFS, 2001). Therefore, L-DEO
provides no additional allowance for
animals that could be affected by sound
sources other than airguns.

There are several sources of
systematic data on the numbers and
distributions of marine mammals in the
coastal and nearshore areas of the GOA,
but there are fewer data for offshore
areas. Zerbini et al. (2003, 2006, 2007)
conducted vessel-based surveys in the
northern and western GOA from the
Kenai Peninsula to the central Aleutian
Islands during July to August 2001 to
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2003. These surveys included all of the
coastal and nearshore areas of the
current study area. Killer whales were
the principal target of the surveys, but
the abundance and distribution of fin,
humpback, and minke whales were also
reported. Waite (2003) conducted
vessel-based surveys in the northern
and western GOA from Prince William
Sound to approximately 160° West off
the Alaska Peninsula during June 26 to
July 15, 2003 (Waite, 2003); cetaceans
recorded included small odontocetes,
beaked whales, and mysticetes. The
eastern part of the surveys by Zerbini et
al. were confined to waters less than
1,000 m deep with most effort in depths
less than 100 m, and all of Waite’s
survey was confined to waters less than
1,000 m deep with most effort in depths
100 to 1,000 m.

Dahlheim et al. (2000) conducted
aerial surveys of the nearshore waters
from Bristol Bay to Dixon Entrance and
reported densities for harbor porpoises;
the southern Alaska Peninsula and
Kodiak Island were surveyed during
July 6 to August 9, 1992. Dahlheim and
Towell (1994) conducted vessel-based
surveys of Pacific white-sided dolphins
in the inland waterways of Southeast
Alaska during April to May, June or
July, and September to early October of
1991 to 1993. In a report on a seismic
cruise in southeast Alaska from Dixon
Entrance to Kodiak Island during
August to September, 2004, MacLean
and Koski (2005) included density
estimates of cetaceans and pinnipeds for
each of three depth ranges (<100 m, 100
to 1,000 m, and >1,000 m) during non-
seismic periods. Hauser and Holst
(2009) reported density estimates during
non-seismic periods for all marine
mammals sighted during a September to
early October seismic cruise in
southeast Alaska for each of the same
three depth ranges as MacLean and
Koski (2005). Rone et al. (2010)
conducted surveys of the nearshore and
offshore GOA during April, 2009 and
provided estimates of densities of
humpback and fin whales and provided
maps with sightings of other species.

Most surveys for pinnipeds in Alaska
waters have estimated the number of
animals at haul-out sites, not in the
water (e.g., Loughlin, 1994; Sease et al.,
2001; Withrow and Cesarone, 2002;
Sease and York, 2003). The Department
of the Navy (DON, 2009) estimated
monthly in-water densities of several
species of pinnipeds in the offshore
GOA based on shore counts and
biological (mostly breeding)
information. To our knowledge, the only
direct information available on at-sea
densities of pinnipeds in and near the
survey area was provided by MacLean

and Koski (2005) and Hauser and Holst
(2009).

Table 2 (Table 5 of the EA) gives the
estimated average (best) and maximum
densities in each of three depth ranges
for each species of marine mammals
expected to occur in the waters of the
central and western GOA. L-DEO used
the densities reported by MacLean and
Koski (2005) and Hauser and Holst
(2009), and those calculated from effort
and sightings in Dahlheim and Towell
(1994), Waite (2003), and Rone et al.
(2010) have been corrected for both
trackline detection probability and
availability bias using correction factors
from Dahlheim et al. (2000) and Barlow
and Forney (2007). Trackline detection
probability bias is associated with
diminishing sightability with increasing
lateral distance from the trackline (f[0]).
Availability bias refers to the fact that
there is less-than-100% probability of
sighting an animal that is present along
the survey trackline f(0), and it is
measured by g(0).

Table 2 (Table 5 of the EA)
incorporates the densities from the
aforementioned studies plus those from
the following surveys. L-DEO included
the killer whale and mysticete densities
from the easternmost blocks (1 to 10)
surveyed by Zerbini et al. (2006, 2007),
and the harbor porpoise densities for the
Kodiak and Alaska Peninsula survey
areas from Table 3 of Dahlheim et al.,
(2000) and the Pacific white-sided
dolphin data from only the June or July
surveys of Dahlheim and Towell (1994).
Maps of effort and sightings in Waite
(2003) and effort in Zerbini et al. (2006,
2007) were used to roughly allocate
effort and sightings or effort between
water depths less than 100 m and 100
to 1,000 m. Offshore effort and maps of
sightings in the offshore stratum of Rone
et al. (2010) were used to calculate
densities for water depths greater than
1,000 m. Densities of Steller sea lion,
northern fur seals, and northern
elephant seals in water depths greater
than 1,000 m were taken from DON
(2009; Appendix E, Table 5) for July,
and those in water depths less than
1,000 m are from MacLean and Koski
(2005) and Hauser and Holst (2009).

There is some uncertainty about the
representativeness of the data and the
assumptions used in the calculations
below for three main reasons:

(1) The timing of most of the survey
effort (17,806 km [9,614.5 nmi]) (i.e.,
one of the surveys of Dahlheim and
Towell [1994] and the surveys of
Dahlheim et al. (2000), Waite [2003],
MacLean and Koski (2005), and Zerbini
et al. [2006, 2007]) overlaps the timing
of the survey, but some survey effort
(4,693 km [2,534 nmi])—(i.e., two of the

surveys of Dahlheim and Towell [1994]
and the surveys of Rone et al. [2010] and
Hauser and Holst [2009]), was earlier
(April or June) or later (September to
October) than the July to August survey;

(2) Surveys by MacLean and Koski
(2005), Hauser and Holst (2009), and
Dahlheim and Towell (1994) were
conducted primarily in southeast Alaska
(east of the study area); and

(3) Only the McLean and Koski
(2005), Hauser and Holst (2009), and
Rone et al. (2010) surveys included
depths greater than 1,000 m, whereas
approximately 53% of the line-km are in
water depths greater than 1,000 m.
However, the densities are based on a
considerable survey effort (22,500 km
[12,149 nmi], including 17,806 km in
months that overlap the survey period),
and the approach used here is believed
to be the best available approach.

Also, to provide some allowance for
these uncertainties, “maximum
estimates” as well as “‘best estimates” of
the densities present and numbers
potentially affected have been derived.
Best estimates of density are effort-
weighted mean densities from all
previous surveys, whereas maximum
estimates of density come from the
individual survey that provided the
highest density. For pinnipeds in deep
water where only one density was
available (DON, 2009), that density was
used as the best estimate and the
maximum is 1.5 times the best estimate.

For one species, the Dall’s porpoise,
density estimates in the original reports
are much higher than densities expected
during the survey, because this porpoise
is attracted to vessels. L-DEQ estimates
for Dall’s porpoises are from vessel-
based surveys without seismic activity;
they are overestimates possibly by a
factor of 5 times, given the tendency of
this species to approach vessels
(Turnock and Quinn, 1991). Noise from
the airgun array during the survey is
expected to at least reduce and possibly
eliminate the tendency of this porpoise
to approach the vessel. Dall’s porpoises
are tolerant of small airgun sources
(MacLean and Koski, 2005) and
tolerated higher sound levels than other
species during a large-array survey (Bain
and Williams, 2006); however, they did
respond to that and another large airgun
array by moving away (Calambokidis
and Osmek, 1998; Bain and Williams,
2006). Because of the probable
overestimates, the best and maximum
estimates for Dall’s porpoises shown in
Table 2 (Table 3 of the IHA application)
are one-quarter of the reported densities.
In fact, actual densities are probably
slightly lower than that.

L-DEO’s estimates of exposures to
various sound levels assume that the
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surveys will be fully completed
including the contingency line; in fact,
the ensonified areas calculated using the
planned number of line-km have been
increased by 25% to accommodate lines
that may need to be repeated,
equipment testing, efc. As is typical
during offshore ship surveys, inclement
weather and equipment malfunctions
are likely to cause delays and may limit
the number of useful line-kilometers of
seismic operations that can be
undertaken. Furthermore, any marine
mammal sightings within or near the
designated EZs will result in the power-
down or shut-down of seismic
operations as a mitigation measure.
Thus, the following estimates of the
numbers of marine mammals potentially
exposed to sound levels of 160 dB re 1
pPa (rms) are precautionary and
probably overestimate the actual
numbers of marine mammals that might
be involved. These estimates also
assume that there will be no weather,
equipment, or mitigation delays, which
is highly unlikely.

L-DEQO estimated the number of
different individuals that may be
exposed to airgun sounds with received
levels greater than or equal to 160 dB re
1 uPa (rms) on one or more occasions by
considering the total marine area that
would be within the 160 dB radius
around the operating airgun array on at
least one occasion and the expected
density of marine mammals. The
number of possible exposures
(including repeated exposures of the
same individuals) can be estimated by
considering the total marine area that
would be within the 160 dB radius
around the operating airguns, including
areas of overlap. In the survey, the
seismic lines are widely spaced in the
survey area, so few individual marine
mammals would be exposed more than
once during the survey. The area
including overlap is only 1.3 times the
area excluding overlap. Thus, few
individual marine mammals would be
exposed more than once during the
survey. Moreover, it is unlikely that a
particular animal would stay in the area
during the entire survey.

For each depth stratum, the number of
different individuals potentially
exposed to received levels greater than
or equal to 160 re 1 pPa (rms) was
calculated by multiplying:

(1) The expected species density,
either “mean” (i.e., best estimate) or
“maximum”’, times

(2) The anticipated area to be
ensonified to that level during airgun
operations excluding overlap.

The area expected to be ensonified
was determined by entering the planned
survey lines into a MapInfo Geographic
Information System (GIS), using the GIS
to identify the relevant areas by
“drawing” the applicable 160 dB
isopleth (see Table 1 of the IHA
application) around each seismic line,
and then calculating the total area
within the isopleths. Areas of overlap
(because of lines being closer together
than the 160 dB radius) were limited
and included only once when
estimating the number of individuals
exposed.

Applying the approach described
above, approximately 49,679 km?
(14,841.1 nmi?) (approximately 62,099
km?2 [18,105.2 nmi2?] including the 25%
contingency) would be within the 160
dB isopleth on one or more occasions
during the survey. For less than 100 m
depth, the areas would be 32,451 km?2
(9,487.4 nmi2) (40,564 km?2 [11,826.6
nmi?] including the 25% contingency).
For 100 to 1,000 m, the areas would be
8,612 km2 (2,510.9 nmiZ2) (10,765 km?
[3,138.6 nmi?] including the 25%
contingency). For greater than 1,000 m
depth, the areas would be 8,616 km?
(2,512 nmi2) (10,770 km2 [3,140 nmi2]
including the 25% contingency).
Because this approach does not allow
for turnover in the marine mammal
populations in the study area during the
course of the survey, the actual number
of individuals exposed could be
underestimated in some cases. However,
the conservative (i.e., probably
overestimated) densities used to
calculate the numbers exposed may
offset this. In addition, the approach
assumes that no cetaceans will move
away from or toward the trackline as the
Langseth approaches in response to
increasing sound levels prior to the time
the levels reach 160 dB, which will
result in overestimates for those species
known to avoid seismic vessels.

Table 3 (Table 4 of the THA
application) shows the best and
maximum estimates of the number of
different individual marine mammals
that potentially could be exposed to
greater than or equal to 160 dB re 1 uPa
(rms) during the seismic survey if no
animals moved away from the survey
vessel. The requested take
authorization, given in Table 3 (the far
right column of Table 4 of the [HA
application), is based on the best
estimates rather than the maximum
estimates of the numbers exposed,
because there was little uncertainty
associated with the method of
estimating densities. For cetacean

species not listed under the ESA that
could occur in the study area but were
not sighted in the surveys from which
density estimates were calculated—gray
whale (<0.1%), Risso’s dolphin (<0.1%),
short-finned pilot whale (NA), and
Stejneger’s beaked whale (NA)—the
average group size has been used to
request take authorization. For ESA-
listed cetacean species unlikely to be
encountered during the study (North
Pacific right, sei, blue, and beluga
whales), the requested takes are zero.

The “‘best estimate” of the number of
individual cetaceans that could be
exposed to seismic sounds with
received levels greater than or equal to
160 dB re 1 pPa (rms) during the survey
is 4,392 (see Table 4 of the IHA
application) for all three depth ranges
combined. That total includes 1,824
humpback whales, 60 minke whales,
598 fin whales, 5 sperm whales, 12
Cuvier’s beaked whales, 4 Baird’s
beaked whales, 127 Pacific white-sided
dolphins, 415 killer whales, and180
harbor porpoises which would represent
8.8%, 0.2%, 3.7%, 0.1%, 0.1%, 0.1%,
0.1%, 4.9%, and 0.1% of the regional
populations, respectively. After
humpback whales, Dall’s porpoises are
expected to be the most common
species in the study area; the best
estimate of the number of Dall’s
porpoises that could be exposed is 1,167
or about 0.1% of the regional
population. This may be a slight
overestimate because the estimated
densities are slight overestimates.
Estimates for other species are lower.
The “maximum estimates” total 12,625
cetaceans for the three depth ranges
combined.

“‘Best estimates” of 270 Steller sea
lions and 218 harbor seals could be
exposed to airgun sounds with received
levels greater than or equal to 160 dB re
1 uPa (rms). These estimates represent
0.3% of the Steller sea lion regional
population and less than 0.1% of the
harbor seal regional population. The
estimated numbers of pinnipeds that
could be exposed to received levels
greater than or equal to 160 dB re 1 uPa
(rms) are probably overestimates of the
actual numbers that will be affected.
Northern fur seals and northern
elephant seals are at their rookeries in
August. No take has been requested for
North Pacific right, sei, and blue whales,
beluga whales, Northern elephant seals,
Northern fur seals, or California sea
lions because they are unlikely to be
encountered in the study area.
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TABLE 3—ESTIMATES OF THE POSSIBLE NUMBERS OF MARINE MAMMALS EXPOSED TO DIFFERENT SOUND LEVELS =160
DB DURING L-DEQ’s SEISMIC SURVEY IN THE WESTERN GOA DURING JUNE TO AUGUST, 2011

: Estimated num-
Estimated num- P
ber of individuals berec))(f gsdé\élc:gals Approximate
exposed to sou%d levels percent of
Species sound levels > 160 dB Take authorized regional
>160 dB ~ e 1 population2
re 1 uPa uPa (best)
(best) (maximum 1)
Mysticetes:
North Pacific right whale ...........cccoooviiiiii e, 0 0 1 0.5
Gray Whale ... 0 0 36 <0.1
Humpback whale ... 1,824 3,458 1,824 8.8
Minke whale 60 308 60 0.2
Sei whale ..... 0 0 1 <0.1
Fin whale ..... 598 2,166 598 3.7
BlUe Whale .....ceeeiieee e 0 0 1 <0.1
Odontocetes:
SPErmM Whal ....cc.eiiiiiiiiicieeeseee e 5 21 5 <0.1
Cuvier's beaked whale .... 12 19 12 0.1
Baird’s beaked whale ......... 4 6 4 0.1
Stejneger’s beaked whale .. 0 0 315 NA
Beluga whale ........c.cccceeuennnee. 0 0 0 0
Pacific white-sided dolphin . 127 348 127 <0.1
Risso’s dolphin ................... 0 0 333 <0.1
Killer Whale ........coiiiieieieeeeeee e 415 2,292 415 4.9
Short-finned pilot Whale ... 0 0 350 NA
Harbor porpoise 180 2,050 180 0.1
Dall’s porpoise 1,167 1,957 1,167 0.1
Pinnipeds:
Northern fur seal ... 0 0 0 0
Steller SEa lION .....oovieiii e 270 365 270 0.3
California sea lion .. NA NA 0 NA
Harbor seal ........ccccceceeene 218 299 218 0.1
Northern elephant seal ..., 0 0 0 0

1Best and maximum estimates are based on densities from Table 1 (Table 4 of the IHA application) and ensonified areas (including 25% con-
tingency) for 160 dB of 40,564 km2, 10,765 km2, and 10,770 km2 for <100 m, 100 to 1,000 m, and >1,000 m depth ranges, respectively.

2 Regional population size estimates are from Table 1 (see Table 2 of the IHA application); NA means not available.

3 Requested takes for species not sighted in surveys from which densities were derived are based on group size.

Encouraging and Coordinating
Research

L-DEO and NSF will coordinate the
planned marine mammal monitoring
program associated with the seismic
survey in the western GOA with other
parties that may have an interest in the
area and/or be conducting marine
mammal studies in the same region
during the seismic survey. L-DEO and
NSF will coordinate with applicable
U.S. Federal, State, and Borough
agencies, and will comply with their
requirements. Actions of this type that
are underway include (but are not
limited to) the following:

e Coordination with the Alaska
Department of Fish and Game
concerning fisheries issues in state
waters.

e Contact Alaska Native Harbor Seal
Commission, the Aleut Marine Mammal
Commission, and the Alaska Sea Otter
and Steller Sea Lion Commission with
regard to potential concerns about
interactions with fisheries and
subsistence hunting.

e Contact USFWS regarding concerns
about possible impacts on sea otters and
critical habitat (for ESA).

¢ Contact USFWS avian biologists
(Kathy Kuletz and Tim Bowman)
regarding potential interaction with
seabirds (for ESA).

¢ Contact Mike Holley, U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers (ACOE), to confirm
that no permits will be required by the
ACOE for the survey.

e A Coastal Project Questionnaire and
Certification statement will be
submitted with a copy of the EA to the
State of Alaska to confirm that the
project is in compliance with state and
local Coastal Management Programs.

e Contact the National Weather
Service (NWS; Jack Endicott) about the
survey with regard to the location of
NWS buoys in the survey area and the
tracklines.

e Contact the logistics coordinator of
the local commercial fish processor, to
ensure that there will be minimal
interference with the local salmon
fishery.

Negligible Impact and Small Numbers
Analysis and Determination

NMEFS has defined “negligible
impact” in 50 CFR 216.103 as “* * * an
impact resulting from the specified
activity that cannot be reasonably
expected to, and is not reasonably likely
to, adversely affect the species or stock
through effects on annual rates of
recruitment or survival.” In making a
negligible impact determination, NMFS
evaluated factors such as:

(1) The number of anticipated
injuries, serious injuries, or mortalities;

(2) The number, nature, intensity, and
duration of Level B harassment (all
relatively limited);

(3) The context in which the takes
occur (i.e., impacts to areas of
significance, impacts to local
populations, and cumulative impacts
when taking into account successive/
contemporaneous actions when added
to baseline data);

(4) The status of stock or species of

marine mammals (i.e., depleted, not
depleted, decreasing, increasing, stable,
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and impact relative to the size of the
population);

(5) Impacts on habitat affecting rates
of recruitment or survival; and

(6) The effectiveness of monitoring
and mitigation measures (i.e., the
manner and degree in which the
measure is likely to reduce adverse
impacts to marine mammals, the likely
effectiveness of the measures, and the
practicability of implementation).

For reasons stated previously in this
document, and in the proposed notice of
an IHA (76 FR 26255, May 6, 2011), the
specified activities associated with the
marine seismic survey are not likely to
cause PTS, or other non-auditory injury,
serious injury, or death because:

(1) The likelihood that, given
sufficient notice through relatively slow
ship speed, marine mammals are
expected to move away from a noise
source that is annoying prior to its
becoming potentially injurious;

(2) The potential for temporary or
permanent hearing impairment is
relatively low and would likely be
avoided through the incorporation of
the required monitoring and mitigation
measures (described above);

(3) The fact that pinnipeds would
have to closer than 460 m (1,509.2 ft) in
deep water, 615 m (2,017.7 ft) in
intermediate water, and 770 m (2,526.3
ft) in shallow water when the 36 airgun
array and 12 m (39.4 ft) in deep water,
18 m (59.1 ft) in intermediate water, and
150 m (492.1 ft) in shallow water when
the single airgun is in use at 6 to 12 m
(19.7 to 39.4 ft) tow depth from the
vessel to be exposed to levels of sound
believed to have even a minimal chance
of causing PTS;

(4) The fact that cetaceans would have
to be closer than 1,100 m (3,608.9 ft) in
deep water, 1,810 m (5,938.3 ft) in
intermediate water, and 2,520 m
(8,267.7 ft) in shallow water when the
36 airgun array is in use at 12 m tow
depth, and 40 m (131.2 ft) in deep
water, 60 m (196.9 ft) in intermediate
water, and 296 m (971.1 ft) in shallow
water when the single airgun is in use
at 6 to 12 m tow depth from the vessel
to be exposed to levels of sound
believed to have even a minimal chance
of causing PTS; and

(5) The likelihood that marine
mammal detection ability by trained
PSOs is high at close proximity to the
vessel.

No injuries, serious injuries, or
mortalities are anticipated to occur as a
result of L-DEQO’s planned marine
seismic survey, and none are authorized
by NMFS. Only short-term, behavioral
disturbance is anticipated to occur due
to the brief and sporadic duration of the
survey activities. Table 3 in this

document outlines the number of Level
B harassment takes that are anticipated
as a result of the activities. Due to the
nature, degree, and context of Level B
(behavioral) harassment anticipated and
described (see Potential Effects on
Marine Mammals section above) in this
notice, the activity is not expected to
impact rates of recruitment or survival
for any affected species or stock.

Many animals perform vital functions,
such as feeding, resting, traveling, and
socializing, on a diel cycle (i.e., 24 hr
cycle). Behavioral reactions to noise
exposure (such as disruption of critical
life functions, displacement, or
avoidance of important habitat) are
more likely to be significant if they last
more than one diel cycle or recur on
subsequent days (Southall et al., 2007).
While seismic operations are
anticipated to occur on consecutive
days, the entire duration of the survey
is not expected to last more than 37
days and the Langseth will be
continuously moving along planned
tracklines. Seismic operations in the
study area will be carried out for
approximately 16 days. Therefore, the
seismic survey will be increasing sound
levels in the marine environment
surrounding the vessel for several weeks
in the study area. Of the 23 marine
mammal species under NMFS
jurisdiction that are known to or likely
to occur in the study area, eight are
listed as threatened or endangered
under the ESA: North Pacific right,
humpback, sei, fin, blue, sperm, and
Cook Inlet DPS beluga whales, and
Steller sea lions. These species are also
considered depleted under the MMPA.
The affected humpback whale and
Eastern stock of Steller sea lion
populations have been increasing in
recent years. There is generally
insufficient data to determine
population trends for the other depleted
species in the study area. To protect
these animals (and other marine
mammals in the study area), L-DEO
must cease or reduce airgun operations
if animals enter designated zones. If a
North Pacific right, sei, blue, and/or
beluga whale is visually sighted, the
airgun array will be shut-down
regardless of the distance of the
animal(s) to the sound source. The
airgun array will not resume firing after
the last documented whale visual
sighting. Concentrations of humpback,
fin, and/or killer whales will be
avoided, if possible, and the array will
be powered-down if necessary. For
purposes of this IHA, a concentration or
group of whales will consist of when
three or more individuals are visually
sighted that do not appear to be

traveling (e.g., feeding, socializing, etc.).
No injury, serious injury, or mortality is
expected to occur and due to the nature,
degree, and context of the Level B
harassment anticipated, the activity is
not expected to impact rates of
recruitment or survival.

As mentioned previously, NMFS
estimates that 19 species of marine
mammals under its jurisdiction could be
potentially affected by Level B
harassment over the course of the THA.
For each species, these numbers are
small (each, one percent or less, except
for humpback [8.8%], fin [3.7%], and
killer [4.9%] whales) relative to the
regional population size. The
population estimates for the marine
mammal species that may be taken by
harassment, were provided in Table 1 of
this document.

NMFS’s practice has been to apply the
160 dB re 1 pPa (rms) received level
threshold for underwater impulse sound
levels to determine whether take by
Level B harassment occurs. Southall et
al. (2007) provide a severity scale for
ranking observed behavioral responses
of both free-ranging marine mammals
and laboratory subjects to various types
of anthropogenic sound (see Table 4 in
Southall et al. [2007]).

NMEF'S has determined, provided that
the aforementioned mitigation and
monitoring measures are implemented,
that the impact of conducting a marine
geophysical survey in the western GOA,
June to August, 2011, may result, at
worst, in a temporary modification in
behavior and/or low-level physiological
effects (Level B harassment) of small
numbers of certain species of marine
mammals. See Table 3 (above) for the
authorized take numbers of cetaceans
and pinnipeds.

While behavioral modifications,
including temporarily vacating the area
during the operation of the airgun(s),
may be made by these species to avoid
the resultant acoustic disturbance, the
availability of alternate areas within
these areas and the short and sporadic
duration of the research activities, have
led NMFS to determine that this action
will have a negligible impact on the
species in the specified geographic
region.

Based on the analysis contained
herein of the likely effects of the
specified activity on marine mammals
and their habitat, and taking into
consideration the implementation of the
mitigation and monitoring measures,
NMFS finds that L-DEQ’s planned
research activities, will result in the
incidental take of small numbers of
marine mammals, by Level B
harassment only, and that the total
taking from the marine seismic survey
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will have a negligible impact on the
affected species or stocks of marine
mammals; and that impacts to affected
species or stocks of marine mammals
have been mitigated to the lowest level
practicable.

Impact on Availability of Affected
Species or Stock for Taking for
Subsistence Uses

Marine mammals are hunted legally
in Alaska waters by coastal Alaska
Natives. In the GOA, the marine
mammals under NMFS jurisdiction that
are hunted are Steller sea lions and
harbor seals. In 2007, a total of 1,428
harbor seals were taken by Alaska
Natives (Wolfe et al., 2009); 654 were
taken from the southeast Alaska stock,
686 were taken from the GOA stock, and
88 were taken from the Bering Sea stock
(Allen and Angliss, 2010). In 2008,
1,462 harbor seals were taken by Alaska
Natives (Wolfe et al., 2009). Most harbor
seals were taken by communities in
southeast Alaska (594), the North Pacific
rim (277), Kodiak Island (192), and the
South Alaska Peninsula (125; Wolfe et
al., 2009). The seasonal distribution of
harbor seal takes by Alaska Natives
typically shows two distinct hunting
peaks—one during spring and one
during all and early winter; however,
this pattern was hardly noticeable in
2008 (Wolfe et al., 2009). In general the
months of highest harvest are September
through December, with a smaller peak
in March. Harvests are traditionally low
from May through August, when harbor
seals are raising pups and molting.

In 2007, a total of 217 Steller sea lions
were taken by Alaska Natives, excluding
St. Paul Island (Wolfe et al., 2009); 211
were from the western stock and 6 were
from the eastern stock (Allen and
Angliss, 2010). In 2008, 146 sea lions
were taken by Alaska Natives (Wolfe et
al., 2009). Most sea lions were taken by
communities in the Aleutian Islands
(48) and the Pribilof Islands (36); 25
were taken in the North Pacific Rim, 19
in the Kodiak Island region, 10 in
southeast Alaska, and 9 along the South
Alaska Peninsula (Wolfe et al., 2009).

The project could potentially impact
the availability of marine mammals for
harvest in a very small area immediately
around the Langseth, and for a very
short time period during seismic
activities. Considering the limited time
and locations for the planned seismic
survey, the project is not expected to
have any significant impacts to the
availability of Steller sea lions and
harbor seals for subsistence harvest.

Section 101(a)(5)(D) also requires
NMFS to determine that the
authorization will not have an
unmitigable adverse effect on the

availability of marine mammal species
or stocks for subsistence use. Based on
the information above, subsistence uses
of marine mammals in the study area
(waters of the western GOA) that
implicate MMPA section 101(a)(5)(D)
are not expected to be impacted.

Endangered Species Act

Of the species of marine mammals
that may occur in the survey area,
several are listed as endangered under
the ESA, including the North Pacific
right, humpback, sei, fin, blue, and
sperm whales, as well as the Cook Inlet
DPS of beluga whales and the western
stock of Steller sea lions. The eastern
stock of Steller sea lions is listed as
threatened. Critical habitat for the North
Pacific right whale and Steller sea lion
is also found within the GOA. Under
section 7 of the ESA, NSF has initiated
formal consultation with the NMFS,
Office of Protected Resources,
Endangered Species Division, on this
seismic survey. NMFS’s Office of
Protected Resources, Permits,
Conservation and Education Division,
has initiated formal consultation under
section 7 of the ESA with NMFS’s Office
of Protected Resources, Endangered
Species Division, to obtain a Biological
Opinion (BiOp) evaluating the effects of
issuing the THA on threatened and
endangered marine mammals and, if
appropriate, authorizing incidental take.
In June 2011, NMFS issued a BiOp and
concluded that the action and issuance
of the IHA are not likely to jeopardize
the continued existence of North Pacific
right, humpback, sei, fin, blue, and
sperm whales, Cook Inlet DPS of beluga
whales, and Steller sea lions. The BiOp
also concluded that designated critical
habitat for these species would not be
affected by the survey. NSF and L-DEO
must comply with the Relevant Terms
and Conditions of the Incidental Take
Statement (ITS) corresponding to
NMFS’s BiOp issued to NSF, L-DEO,
and NMFS’s Office of Protected
Resources. L-DEO must also comply
with the mitigation and monitoring
requirements included in the IHA in
order to be exempt under the ITS in the
BiOp from the prohibition on take of
listed endangered marine mammal
species otherwise prohibited by section
9 of the ESA.

National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA)

To meet NMFS’s NEPA (42 U.S.C.
4321 et seq.) requirements for the
issuance of an IHA to L-DEO, NSF
prepared an ‘“‘Environmental
Assessment on a Marine Seismic Survey
in the Gulf of Alaska, July—August
2011,” which incorporated an

“Environmental Assessment of a Marine
Geophysical Survey by the R/V Marcus
G. Langseth in the western Gulf of
Alaska, July—August 2011,” prepared by
LGL. NMFS conducted an independent
review and evaluation of the document
for sufficiency and compliance with the
Council on Environmental Quality
regulations and NOAA Administrative
Order (NAO) 216-6 §5.09(d) and
determined that issuance of the IHA is
not likely to result in significant impacts
on the human environment.
Consequently, NMFS has adopted NSF’s
EA and prepared a Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) for the
issuance of the IHA. An Environmental
Impact Statement is not required and
will not be prepared for the action.

Authorization

NMEF'S has issued an IHA to L-DEO
for the take, by Level B harassment, of
small numbers of marine mammals
incidental to conducting a marine
geophysical survey in the western GOA,
June to August, 2011, provided the
previously mentioned mitigation,
monitoring, and reporting requirements
are incorporated.

Dated: June 24, 2011.
James H. Lecky,

Director, Office of Protected Resources,
National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2011-16606 Filed 6—-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Telecommunications and
Information Administration

Commerce Spectrum Management
Advisory Committee Meeting

AGENCY: National Telecommunications
and Information Administration, U.S.
Department of Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of open meeting.

SUMMARY: This notice announces a
public meeting of the Commerce
Spectrum Management Advisory
Committee (Committee). The Committee
provides advice to the Assistant
Secretary of Commerce for
Communications and Information on
spectrum management policy matters.
DATES: The meeting will be held on July
27,2011, from 1 p.m. to 4 p.m.,
Mountain Daylight Savings Time.
ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at
the Institute for Telecommunication
Sciences, Conference Room 1107, 325
Broadway, Boulder, Colorado. Public
comments may be mailed to Commerce
Spectrum Management Advisory
Committee, National
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Telecommunications and Information
Administration, 1401 Constitution
Avenue, NW., Room 4099, Washington,
DC 20230 or e-mailed to
spectrumadvisory@ntia.doc.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Bruce M. Washington, Designated
Federal Officer, at (202) 482—6415 or
BWashington@ntia.doc.gov; and/or visit
NTIA’s Web site at http://
www.ntia.doc.gov/advisory/spectrum.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background: The Committee provides
advice to the Assistant Secretary of
Commerce for Communications and
Information on needed reforms to
domestic spectrum policies and
management in order to: license radio
frequencies in a way that maximize
their public benefits; keep wireless
networks open to innovation as
possible; and make wireless services
available to all Americans (See charter,
at http://www.ntia.doc.gov/advisory/
spectrum/csmac_charter.html). This
Committee is subject to the Federal
Advisory Committee Act (FACA), 5
U.S.C. App. 2, and is consistent with the
National Telecommunications and
Information Administration Act, 47
U.S.C. 904(b). The Committee functions
solely as an advisory body in
compliance with the FACA. For more
information about the Committee visit:
http://www.ntia.doc.gov/advisory/
spectrum.

Matters To Be Considered:

The Committee will receive
recommendations from sub-committees
on matters related to the
accomplishment of the President’s ten-
year goal of identifing 500 megahertz for
wireless broadband. The Sharing,
Unlicensed, and Spectrum Management
Improvements Sub-committees will
provide an in-progress report on the
status of their determinations and
findings and facilitate discussion on
recommended next steps. NTIA will
post a detailed agenda on its Web site,
http://www.ntia.doc.gov, prior to the
meeting. There also will be an
opportunity for public comment at the
meeting.

Time and Date: The meeting will be
held on July 27, 2011 from 1 p.m. to 4
p.m., Mountain Daylight Savings Time.
The times and the agenda topics are
subject to change. The meeting may be
webcast or made available via audio
link. Please refer to NTIA’s Web site,
http://www.ntia.doc.gov, for the most
up-to-date meeting agenda and access
information.

Place: The meeting will be held at the
Institute for Telecommunication
Sciences, Conference Room 1107, 325
Broadway, Boulder, Colorado. The

meeting will be open to the public and
press on a first-come, first-served basis.
Space is limited. The public meeting is
physically accessible to people with
disabilities. Individuals requiring
accommodations, such as sign language
interpretation or other ancillary aids, are
asked to notify Mr. Washington, at (202)
482-6415 or
BWashington@ntia.doc.gov, at least five
(5) business days before the meeting. In
order to gain access to the site (ITS), all
attendees are required to have two forms
of identification (one MUST be a photo).
Details regarding access to the facility
are available at http://
www.boulder.nist.gov/police/

Foreign Nationals.html.

Status: Interested parties are invited
to attend and to submit written
comments to the Committee at any time
before or after the meeting. Parties
wishing to submit written comments for
consideration by the Committee in
advance of this meeting must send them
to NTIA’s Washington, DC office at the
above-listed address and comments
must be received by close of business on
July 18, 2011, to provide sufficient time
for review. Comments received after
July 18, 2011, will be distributed to the
Committee, but may not be reviewed
prior to the meeting. Paper submissions
must also include a compact disc (CD)
in HTML, ASCIIL, Word or WordPerfect
format. CDs must be labeled with the
name and organizational affiliation of
the filer, and the specified name of the
word processing program and version
used to create the document.
Alternatively, comments may be
submitted electronically to
spectrumadvisory@ntia.doc.gov.
Comments provided via electronic mail
also may be submitted in one or more
of the formats specified above.

Records: NTIA maintains records of
all Committee proceedings. Committee
records are available for public
inspection at the U.S. Department of
Commerce, National
Telecommunications and Information
Administration, 1401 Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC.
Documents including the Committee’s
charter, membership list, agendas,
minutes, and any reports are available
on NTIA’s Committee Web page at
http://www.ntia.doc.gov/advisory/
spectrum.

Dated: June 27, 2011.
Kathy D. Smith,

Chief Counsel, National Telecommunications
and Information Administration.

[FR Doc. 2011-16542 Filed 6—30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-60-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

United States Patent and Trademark
Office

[Docket No. PTO-T-2011-0009]

Trademark Board Manual of
Procedure, Third Edition

AGENCY: United States Patent and
Trademark Office, Commerce.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The United States Patent and
Trademark Office (“USPTQO”) issued the
third edition of the Trademark Board
Manual of Procedure (““TBMP”’) on May
6, 2011.

ADDRESSES: The USPTO prefers that any
suggestions for improving the form and
content of the TBMP be submitted via
electronic mail message to TBMPFederal
RegisterComments@uspto.gov. Written
comments may also be submitted by
mail addressed to: Trademark Trial and
Appeal Board, P.O. Box 1451,
Alexandria, VA 22313-1451, marked to
the attention of Angela Lykos,
Administrative Trademark Judge and
Editor, Trademark Board Manual of
Procedure, or by hand delivery to the
Trademark Assistance Center,
Concourse Level, James Madison
Building-East Wing, 600 Dulany Street,
Alexandria, Virginia, marked to the
attention of Angela Lykos,
Administrative Trademark Judge and
Editor, Trademark Board Manual of
Procedure.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION ON THIS NOTICE
CONTACT: Angela Lykos, Administrative
Trademark Judge, by electronic mail at:
Angela.Lykos@uspto.gov; or by mail
addressed to: Trademark Trial and
Appeal Board, P.O. Box 1451,
Alexandria, VA 22313-1451, marked to
the attention of Angela Lykos. Do not
use the Angela.Lykos@uspto.gov e-mail
address to submit suggestions for
improving the form or content of the
TBMP. Instead, use the e-mail address
noted above: TBMPFederal
RegisterComments@uspto.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

On May 6, 2011, the USPTO issued
the third edition of the TBMP, which
provides Trademark Trial and Appeal
Board (“TTAB”) judges and attorneys,
trademark applicants and registrants,
and attorneys and representatives for
trademark applicants and registrants a
comprehensive reference on the
practices and procedures for inter partes
and ex parte proceedings before the
TTAB. The guidance provided by the
manual does not have the force and
effect of law. Its guidelines have been
developed as a matter of internal Office
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management and are not intended to
create any right or benefit, substantive
or procedural, enforceable by any party
against the Office. While following the
guidelines in the manual will aid parties
and their attorneys in navigating the
procedures applicable to inter partes
cases, parties and their attorneys are
also free to discuss and agree to various
alternative processes that may prove
more efficient and economical. These
Accelerated Case Resolution options are
discussed in various sections of the
manual and current information on
these options is available at the TTAB
web page: http://www.uspto.gov/
trademarks/process/appeal/index.jsp.

The third edition incorporates TTAB
practice, changes to the Trademark
Rules of Practice, the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure and Federal Rules of
Evidence where relevant, and case law
reported prior to November 15, 2010.
The policies stated in this edition
supersede any previous policies stated
in prior editions or any other statement
of USPTO policy, to the extent that
there is any conflict. The TBMP may be
viewed or downloaded free of charge
from the TTAB home page of the
USPTO Web site at the address noted
above.

Dated: June 20, 2011.
David J. Kappos,

Under Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual
Property and Director of the United States
Patent and Trademark Office.

[FR Doc. 2011-16605 Filed 6-30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-16-P

COMMITTEE FOR PURCHASE FROM
PEOPLE WHO ARE BLIND OR
SEVERELY DISABLED

Procurement List; Additions and
Deletions

AGENCY: Committee for Purchase From
People Who Are Blind or Severely
Disabled.

ACTION: Additions to and deletions from
the Procurement List.

SUMMARY: This action adds products and
services to the Procurement List that
will be furnished by nonprofit agencies
employing persons who are blind or
have other severe disabilities, and
deletes products and a service from the
Procurement List previously furnished
by such agencies.

DATES: Effective Date: 8/1/2011.
ADDRESSES: Committee for Purchase
From People Who Are Blind or Severely
Disabled, Jefferson Plaza 2, Suite 10800,
1421 Jefferson Davis Highway,
Arlington, Virginia 22202-3259.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Barry S. Lineback, Telephone: (703)
603—7740, Fax: (703) 603—0655, or e-
mail: CMTEFedReg@AbilityOne.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Additions

On 4/15/2011 (76 FR 21336-21337);
4/29/2011 (76 FR 23998); and 5/6/2011
(76 FR 26279), the Committee for
Purchase From People Who Are Blind
or Severely Disabled published notices
of proposed additions to the
Procurement List.

After consideration of the material
presented to it concerning capability of
qualified nonprofit agencies to provide
the products and services and impact of
the additions on the current or most
recent contractors, the Committee has
determined that the products and
services listed below are suitable for
procurement by the Federal Government
under 41 U.S.C. 46—48c and 41 CFR 51—
2.4.

Regulatory Flexibility Act Certification

I certify that the following action will
not have a significant impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
The major factors considered for this
certification were:

1. The action will not result in any
additional reporting, recordkeeping or
other compliance requirements for small
entities other than the small
organizations that will furnish the
products and services to the
Government.

2. The action will result in
authorizing small entities to furnish the
products and services to the
Government.

3. There are no known regulatory
alternatives which would accomplish
the objectives of the Javits-Wagner-
O’Day Act (41 U.S.C. 46—48c) in
connection with the products and
services proposed for addition to the
Procurement List.

End of Certification

Accordingly, the following products
and services are added to the
Procurement List:

Products

NSN: 6545-00-NIB-0105—Kit, Shelter-In-
Place.

NPA: Bosma Industries for the Blind, Inc.,
Indianapolis, IN.

Contracting Activity: Department of Veterans
Affairs, NAC, Hines, IL.

Coverage: C-List for 100% of the requirement
of the Department of Veterans Affairs as
aggregated by the Department of
Veterans Affairs National Acquisition
Center, Hines, IL.

NSN: M.R. 860—Strainer, Collapsible.
NPA: Industries for the Blind, Inc., West

Allis, WI.

Contracting Activity: Military Resale—
Defense Commissary Agency, Fort Lee,
VA.

Coverage: C-List for the requirements of
military commissaries and exchanges as
aggregated by the Defense Commissary
Agency.

NSN: 9915-00-NSH-0002—Army Retiring
Soldiers Kit.

NPA: South Texas Housing and Community
Development Corp, Inc., San Antonio,
TX.

Contracting Activity: Department of the
Army, Fort Sam Houston Contract
Center, TX.

Coverage: C-List for 100% of the requirement
of the Department of the Army, as
aggregated by the Fort Sam Houston
Contract Center, Fort Sam Houston, TX.

Services

Service Type/Location: Mail Service, CDC
Transshipping Facility, 3719 North
Peachtree Rd., Atlanta, GA.

NPA: Tommy Nobis Enterprises, Inc.,
Marietta, GA.

Contracting Activity: Dept of Health and
Human Services/Centers for Disease
Control, Atlanta, GA.

Service Type/Location: Dining Facility
Attendant and Cook Support Service,
Army 7th Special Forces Group,
Building 4570, Eglin AFB, FL.

NPA: Lakeview Center, Inc., Pensacola, FL.

Contracting Activity: Dept of the Army,
W6QM FT Bragg Contr Ctr, Fort Bragg,
NC.

Deletions

On 4/15/2011 (76 FR 21336-21337),
the Committee for Purchase From
People Who Are Blind or Severely
Disabled published notice of proposed
deletions from the Procurement List.

After consideration of the relevant
matter presented, the Committee has
determined that the products and
service listed below are no longer
suitable for procurement by the Federal
Government under 41 U.S.C. 46—48c
and 41 CFR 51-2.4.

Regulatory Flexibility Act Certification

I certify that the following action will
not have a significant impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
The major factors considered for this
certification were:

1. The action will not result in
additional reporting, recordkeeping or
other compliance requirements for small
entities.

2. The action may result in
authorizing small entities to furnish the
products and service to the Government.

3. There are no known regulatory
alternatives which would accomplish
the objectives of the Javits-Wagner-
O’Day Act (41 U.S.C. 46—48c) in
connection with the products and
service deleted from the Procurement
List.
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End of Certification

Accordingly, the following products
and service are deleted from the
Procurement List:

Products

Scarf, Branch of Service

NSN: 8455-00—405—2294—Scarf, Branch of
Service.

NPA: Lions Industries for the Blind, Inc.,
Kinston, NC.

Contracting Activity: Defense Logistics
Agency Troop Support, Philadelphia,
PA.

NSN: 7510-01-545—3774—Calendar Pad,
Type 1, 2010.

NPA: The Easter Seal Society of Western
Pennsylvania, Pittsburgh, PA.

Contracting Activity: General Services
Administration, New York, NY.

NSN: 8410-01-377-9373—Slacks, Woman’s,
Navy—Tropical Blue.

NPAs: Knox County Association for Retarded
Citizens, Inc., Vincennes, IN. VGS, Inc.,
Cleveland, OH.

Contracting Activity: Defense Logistics
Agency Troop Support, Philadelphia,
PA.

Service

Service Type/Location: Administrative/
General Support Services, GSA: Various
Field Offices, GSA Richmond Field
Office, Richmond, VA.

NPA: Goodwill Services, Inc, Richmond, VA.

Contracting Activity: GSA/PBS/R03
Richmond FO, Richmond, VA.

Barry S. Lineback,

Director, Business Operations.

[FR Doc. 2011-16577 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 6353-01-P

COMMITTEE FOR PURCHASE FROM
PEOPLE WHO ARE BLIND OR
SEVERELY DISABLED

Procurement List; Proposed Additions

AGENCY: Committee for Purchase From
People Who Are Blind or Severely
Disabled.

ACTION: Proposed Additions to the
Procurement List.

SUMMARY: The Committee is proposing
to add products and services to the
Procurement List that will be furnished
by nonprofit agencies employing
persons who are blind or have other
severe disabilities.

Comments Must Be Received On Or
Before: 8/1/2011.
ADDRESSES: Committee for Purchase
From People Who Are Blind or Severely
Disabled, Jefferson Plaza 2, Suite 10800,
1421 Jefferson Davis Highway,
Arlington, Virginia 22202-3259.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Barry S. Lineback, Telephone: (703)

603-7740, Fax: (703) 603—0655, or e-
mail: CMTEFedReg@AbilityOne.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
notice is published pursuant to 41 U.S.C
47(a) (2) and 41 CFR 51-2.3. Its purpose
is to provide interested persons an
opportunity to submit comments on the
proposed actions.

Additions

If the Committee approves the
proposed additions, the entities of the
Federal Government identified in this
notice will be required to procure the
products and services listed below from
nonprofit agencies employing persons
who are blind or have other severe
disabilities.

Regulatory Flexibility Act Certification

I certify that the following action will
not have a significant impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
The major factors considered for this
certification were:

1. If approved, the action will not
result in any additional reporting,
recordkeeping or other compliance
requirements for small entities other
than the small organizations that will
furnish the products and services to the
Government.

2. If approved, the action will result
in authorizing small entities to furnish
the products and services to the
Government.

3. There are no known regulatory
alternatives which would accomplish
the objectives of the Javits-Wagner-
O’Day Act (41 U.S.C. 46—48c) in
connection with the products and
services proposed for addition to the
Procurement List.

Comments on this certification are
invited. Commenters should identify the
statement(s) underlying the certification
on which they are providing additional
information.

End of Certification

The following products and services
are proposed for addition to
Procurement List for production by the
nonprofit agencies listed:

Products:

NSN: 7530-01—434—4198—Index Maker,
Dividers, 5—-Tab, Multi-Color.

NSN: 7530-00-NIB—-0916—Index Maker,
Dividers, 8—Tab, Multi-Color.

NSN: 7530-00-NIB—-0917—Index Maker,
Dividers, 5—Tab, White.

NSN: 7530-00-NIB—0918—Index Maker,
Dividers, 8—Tab, White.

NSN: 7530-00-NIB—-0919—Index Maker,
Dividers, 5-Tab, 5 Set Pack, White.

NSN: 7530-00-NIB—0920—Index Maker,
Dividers, 8-Tab, 5 Set Pack, White.

NPA: South Texas Lighthouse for the Blind,
Corpus Christi, TX.

Contracting Activity: General Services
Administration, New York, NY.

Coverage: A-List for the Total Government
Requirement as aggregated by the
General Services Administration.

NSN: 8940-00-NIB—0094—Soup, Shelf-
Stable, Cream of Mushroom, Low
Sodium.

NSN: 8940-00-NIB-0095—Soup, Shelf-
Stable, Cream of Chicken.

NPA: Cambridge Industries for the Visually
Impaired, Somerset, NJ.

Contracting Activity: Dept of Agric/
Agricultural Marketing Service,
Washington, DC.

Coverage: C-List for 100% of the requirement
of the Department of Agriculture, as
aggregated by the Department of
Agriculture, Agricultural Marketing
Service, Washington, DC.

Services:

Service Type/Locations: Custodial Service,
USDA Forest Service, Chippewa
National Forest Supervisor’s Office, 200
Ash Avenue, Cass Lake, MN.

USDA Forest Service, Blackduck Ranger
District, 417 Forestry Drive, Blackduck,
MN.

NPA: Occupational Development Center,
Inc., Thief River Falls, MN.

Contracting Activity: Dept of Agriculture,
Forest Service, Chippewa National
Forest, Cass Lake, MN.

Service Type/Locations: Administrative
Services, HUD—Knoxville Field Office,
710 Locust Street, SW., Knoxville, TN.

HUD—TJackson Field Office, McCoy Federal
Building, 100 W. Capitol Street, Jackson,
MS.

NPA: Tommy Nobis Enterprises, Inc.,
Marietta, GA.

Contracting Activity: Dept of Housing and
Urban Development, Chicago Regional
Office, Rco, Chicago, IL.

Service Type/Locations: Custodial Services,
Campbell Industrial, Buildings FTEC 977
& FTEC Trailer, Oahu, HI.

Makalapa, Buildings 16, 57, 81, 117, 200,
250, 251, 258, 259, 261, 346, 352, 388,
391, 396, 396A, 400, 402, 404, 405, 406,
S1734, T9B3331 & Trailer D, Oahu, HI

Marine Corps Base Hawaii (MCBH), Building
6470 & HANGAR 105, Kaneohe Bay, HI.

Wheeler Army Air Base, Building 107, Oahu,
HIL

Ford Island, Buildings 77, 87, 170, 171, 459,
510, Hangar 133 & 167 NUWC, Oahu, HI.

Naval Computer and Telecommunications
Area Master Station, (NCTAMS), Pacific
Buildings 105, 108, 114 & 261, Wahiawa,
HIL

Pearl City Peninsula, Buildings 987, 989, 992
& 995, Oahu, HI.

Pearl Harbor Complex, Oahu, HI.

NPA: Opportunities and Resources, Inc.,
Wahiawa, HI.

Contracting Activity: Dept of the Navy,
Navfac Engineering Command Hawaii,
Pearl Harbor, HI.

Service Type/Location: Custodial Service,
Puget Sound Navy Museum, 251 First
Avenue, Bremerton, WA.

NPA: Skookum Educational Programs,
Bremerton, WA.

Contracting Activity: Dept of the Navy,
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NAVFAC Northwest, Silverdale, WA.
Service Type/Location: Contact Center
Service, DOT Federal Motor Carrier
Safety Administration, New Entrant
Contact Center, Washington, DC, (Offsite
Location: 507 Kent Street, Utica, NY).
NPA: Central Association for the Blind &
Visually Impaired, Utica, NY.
Contracting Activity: Department of
Transportation, Federal Motor Carrier
Safety Administration, Washington, DC.

Barry S. Lineback,

Director, Business Operations.

[FR Doc. 2011-16578 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 6353-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Office of the Secretary

Meeting of the Defense Business
Board

AGENCY: Department of Defense.
ACTION: Meeting notice.

SUMMARY: Under the provisions of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act of
1972 (5 U.S.C., Appendix, as amended),
the Government in the Sunshine Act of
1976 (5 U.S.C. 552b, as amended), and
41 CFR 102-3.150, the Department of
Defense announces the following
Federal advisory committee meeting of
the Defense Business Board (DBB).
DATES: The public meeting of the
Defense Business Board (hereafter
referred to as ‘‘the Board”) will be held
on Thursday, July 21, 2011. The meeting
will begin at 9:30 a.m. and end at 12
p-m. (Escort required; See guidance in
section below, “Public’s Accessibility to
the Meeting.”)

ADDRESSES: Room 3D557 in the
Pentagon, Washington, DC (escort
required; See guidance in section below,
“Public’s Accessibility to the Meeting.”)
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: The
Board’s Designated Federal Officer
(DFO) is Phyllis Ferguson, Defense
Business Board, 1155 Defense Pentagon,
Room 5B1088A, Washington, DC
20301-1155, Phyllis.ferguson@osd.mil,
703-695-7563. For meeting information
please contact Ms. Debora Dufty,
Defense Business Board, 1155 Defense
Pentagon, Room 5B1088A, Washington,
DC 20301-1155, Debora.Duffy@osd.mil,
(703) 697-2168.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: At this
meeting, the Board will deliberate draft
findings and recommendations from the
“Energy Acquisition,” “Military
Retirement—Alternative Plans,” “Global
Logistics Management” and “‘Corporate
Downsizing Applications for DoD” Task
Groups. The Board will also receive
updates from the “New Ways to Execute

the Joint Requirements Process,” and
“Information Technology
Modernization” Task Groups. The
mission of the Board is to advise the
Secretary of Defense on effective
strategies for implementation of best
business practices of interest to the
Department of Defense.

Agenda
Public Session

9:30-10:30 Deliberation of Task Group
Recommendations

—Energy Acquisition
—Military Retirement—Alternative
Plans

10:30-10:45 Break

10:45-11:45 Deliberation of Task Group
Recommendations

—Global Logistics Management

—~Corporate Downsizing Applications
for DoD

11:45-12 Task Group Updates

—New Ways to Execute the Joint
Requirements Process

—Information Technology
Modernization

End of Public Session

Availability of Materials for the
Meeting: A copy of the agenda for the
July 21, 2011 meeting and the terms of
reference for the Task Groups may be
obtained at the meeting or from the
Board’s Web site at http://
dbb.defense.gov/meetings.html under
“Upcoming Meetings: 21 July 2011.”

Public’s Accessibility to the Meeting:
Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552b and 41 CFR
102-3.140 through 102-3.165, and the
availability of space, part of this meeting
is open to the public. Seating is limited
and is on a first-come basis. All
members of the public who wish to
attend the public session of the meeting
must contact Ms. Debora Duffy at the
number listed in this notice no later
than noon on Wednesday, July 13 to
register and make arrangements for a
Pentagon escort, if necessary. Public
attendees requiring escort should arrive
at the Pentagon Metro Entrance in time
to complete security screening by no
later than 9 a.m. To complete security
screening, please come prepared to
present two forms of identification and
one must be a pictured identification
card.

Special Accommodations: Individuals
requiring special accommodations to
access the public meeting should
contact Ms. Duffy at least five (5)
business days prior to the meeting so
that appropriate arrangements can be
made.

Procedures for Providing Public
Comments

Pursuant to 41 CFR 102-3.105(j) and
102-3.140, and section 10(a)(3) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act of
1972, the public or interested
organizations may submit written
comments to the Board about its
mission and topics pertaining to this
public session.

Written comments should be received
by the DFO at least five (5) business
days prior to the meeting date so that
the comments may be made available to
the Board for their consideration prior
to the meeting. Written comments
should be submitted via e-mail to the
address for the DFO given in this notice
in either Adobe Acrobat or Microsoft
Word format. Please note that since the
Board operates under the provisions of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act, as
amended, all public presentations will
be treated as public documents and will
be made available for public inspection,
including, but not limited to, being
posted on the Board’s Web site.

Dated: June 27, 2011.
Aaron Siegel,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

[FR Doc. 2011-16603 Filed 6—-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Department of the Army, Corps of
Engineers

Process To Prepare a Draft
Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS) for the Alaska Department of
Transportation & Public Facilities
Foothills West Transportation Access
Project

AGENCY: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
Department of Defense.

ACTION: Extension of scoping comment
period.

SUMMARY: In the May 20, 2011 issue of
the Federal Register (76 FR 98:29218—
29219), the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (Corps) published its intent to
prepare a DEIS to identify and analyze
the potential impacts associated with
the proposed Foothills West
Transportation Access Project (Foothills
Project). In that notice, the Corps stated
the scoping comment period was to end
on July 5, 2011. Instructions for
submitting comments are provided in
the May 20, 2011, Federal Register
notice. In response to several requests,
the Corps has decided to extend the
initial scoping comment period to July
26, 2011.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Melissa Riordan, Corps Regulatory
Division, Fairbanks, Alaska at (907)
474-2166.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: None.

Dated: June 23, 2011.
Melissa C. Riordan,

Project Manager, Alaska District, U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers.

[FR Doc. 2011-16543 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3720-58-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Department of the Navy
[Docket ID USN-2011-0009]

Privacy Act of 1974; System of
Records

AGENCY: Department of the Navy, DoD.

ACTION: Notice to alter a system of
records.

SUMMARY: The Department of the Navy
proposes to alter a system of records in
its inventory of record systems subject
to the Privacy Act of 1974 (5 U.S.C.
552a), as amended.

DATES: The changes will be effective on
August 1, 2011 unless comments are
received that would result in a contrary
determination.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments,
identified by docket number and/
Regulatory Information Number (RIN)
and title, by any of the following
methods:

e Federal Rulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Mail: Federal Docket Management
System Office, 1160 Defense Pentagon,
Washington, DC 20301-1160.

Instructions: All submissions received
must include the agency name and
docket number or Regulatory
Information Number (RIN) for this
Federal Register document. The general
policy for comments and other
submissions from members of the public
is to make these submissions available
for public viewing on the Internet at
http://www.regulations.gov as they are
received without change, including any
personal identifiers or contact
information.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Robin Patterson, HEAD, FOIA/Privacy
Act Policy Branch, Acting, the
Department of the Navy, 2000 Navy
Pentagon, Washington, DC 20350-2000,
or by phone at (202) 685-6545.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Department of the Navy systems of
records notice subject to the Privacy Act

of 1974, (5 U.S.C. § 552a), as amended,
has been published in the Federal
Register and is available from the
address in FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT.

The proposed systems reports, as
required by 5 U.S.C. 552a(r) of the
Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, were
submitted on June 28, 2011, to the
House Committee on Government
Report, the Senate Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental
Affairs, and the Office of Management
and Budget (OMB) pursuant to
paragraph 4c of Appendix I to OMB
Circular No. A-130, “Federal Agency
Responsibilities for Maintaining records
About Individual,” dated February 8,
1996 (February 20, 1996, 61 FR 6427).

Dated: June 28, 2011.
Aaron Siegel,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

N05041-1

SYSTEM NAME:

Inspector General (IG) Records
(November 20, 2001, 66 FR 58132).

CHANGES:

SYSTEM NAME:

Delete entry and replace with “Naval
Inspector General (IG) Investigative
Records.”

SYSTEM LOCATION:

Delete entry and replace with “Office
of the Naval Inspector General, 1254
Ninth Street, SE., Washington Navy
Yard, DC 20374-5006; Inspector General
offices at major commands and
activities throughout the Department of
the Navy and other Naval activities that
perform inspector general (IG)
functions. Official mailing addresses are
published as an appendix to the Navy’s
compilation of systems of records

notices.”
* * * * *

CATEGORIES OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM:
Delete entry and replace with
“Letters/transcriptions of complaints,
allegations and queries; tasking orders
from the Department of Defense
Inspector General, Secretary of the
Navy, Chief of Naval Operations, and
Commandant of the Marine Corps;
requests for assistance from other Navy/
Marine Corps commands and activities;
appointing letters; reports of
investigations, inquiries, and reviews
with supporting attachments, exhibits
and photographs; records of interviews
and synopses of interviews; witness
statements; legal review of case files;
congressional inquiries and responses;
administrative memoranda; letters and

reports of action taken; referrals to other
commands; letters to complainants and

subjects of investigations; court records

and results of non-judicial punishment;

letters and reports of adverse personnel

actions; financial and technical reports;

and case number.

These records may contain Personally
Identifiable Information (PII), to include
full name, full Social Security Number
(SSN), home and work telephone
numbers, command or unit work
information, home address, gender,
marital status, age, rank and/or title, and
home and/or work e-mail addresses.
Moreover, PII that is mentioned by a
witness, subject, or complainant during
the course of an interview, even if that
PII was not solicited, may become part
of an Inspector General record.”

AUTHORITY FOR MAINTENANCE OF THE SYSTEM:

Delete entry and replace with ““10
U.S.C. 5014, Office of the Secretary of
the Navy; 10 U.S.C. 5020, Naval
Inspector General: details; duties;
SECNAVINST 5430.57 series, Mission
and Functions of the Naval Inspector
General; SECNAVINST 5370.5 series,
DON Hotline Program; and E.O. 9397
(SSN), as amended.”

* * * * *

STORAGE:

Delete entry and replace with ‘Paper
records, computerized database, and
electronic documents.”

RETRIEVABILITY:

Delete entry and replace with “By
subject’s name or SSN; complainant’s
name; case title or number; command;
organization; location; and/or dates.”

SAFEGUARDS:

Delete entry and replace with “Access
is limited to officials/employees of the
office who have a need to know. Files
are stored in locked cabinets and rooms
in a building with controlled access.
Computer files are protected by software
systems which are password protected
and account restricted.”

RETENTION AND DISPOSAL:

Delete entry and replace with
“Records of historical significance are
permanent. Such records will be
transferred to the Naval History and
Heritage Command 10 years after the
case is closed, and transferred to
National Archives and Records
Administration 50 years after the case is
closed and reviewed for
declassification. Records of routine
investigations are destroyed 10 years
after the investigation is closed. Records
of requests for assistance and
complaints that are not investigated are
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destroyed after 2 years. Investigation
working papers are destroyed after 2
years. Database tracking records are
destroyed when no longer needed for
reference. All records destruction shall
be accomplished by deletion, shredding
or other method that will render the
data unrecognizable.”

SYSTEM MANAGER(S) AND ADDRESS:

Delete entry and replace with ‘“Naval
Inspector General, 1254 Ninth Street,
SE., Washington Navy Yard, DC 20374—
5006 or the local command’s IG office.
Official mailing addresses are published
as an appendix to the Navy’s
compilation of systems of records
notices.”

NOTIFICATION PROCEDURE:

Delete entry and replace with
“Individuals seeking to determine
whether information about themselves
is contained in this system should
address written inquiries to the Naval
Inspector General, 1254 Ninth Street,
SE., Washington Navy Yard, DC 20374—
5006 or the relevant command’s IG
office. Official mailing addresses are
published as an appendix to the Navy’s
compilation of systems of records
notices.

The request should include the full
name of the requester and/or case
number. The records system manager
may require an original signature or a
notarized signature as a means of
proving the identity of the individual
requesting access to the records.”

RECORD ACCESS PROCEDURES:

Delete entry and replace with
“Individuals seeking access to
information about themselves contained
in this system should address written
inquiries to the Naval Inspector General,
1254 Ninth Street, SE., Washington
Navy Yard, DC 20374-5006 or the
relevant command’s IG office. Official
mailing addresses are published as an
appendix to the Navy’s compilation of
systems of records notices.

The request should include the full
name of the requester and/or case
number. The records system manager
may require an original signature or a
notarized signature as a means of
proving the identity of the individual

requesting access to the records.”
* * * * *

EXEMPTIONS CLAIMED FOR THE SYSTEM:

Delete entry and replace with
“Information specifically authorized to
be classified under E.O. 12958, as
implemented by DoD 5200.1-R, may be
exempt pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(k)(1).

Investigatory material compiled for
law enforcement purposes may be

exempt pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(k)(2).
However, if an individual is denied any
right, privilege, or benefit for which he
would otherwise be entitled by Federal
law or for which he would otherwise be
eligible, as a result of the maintenance
of such information, the individual will
be provided access to such information
except to the extent that disclosure
would reveal the identity of a
confidential source.

An exemption rule for this system has
been promulgated in accordance with
requirements of 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(1), (2),
and (3), (c) and (e) and published in 32
CFR part 701, subpart G. For additional
information contact the Office of the
Naval Inspector General System
Manager, Code N1.”

* * * * *

N05041-1

SYSTEM NAME:

Naval Inspector General (IG)
Investigative Records.

SYSTEM LOCATION:

Office of the Naval Inspector General,
1254 Ninth Street SE., Washington Navy
Yard, DC 20374-5006; Inspector General
offices at major commands and
activities throughout the Department of
the Navy and other Naval activities that
perform inspector general (IG)
functions. Official mailing addresses are
published as an appendix to the Navy’s
compilation of systems of records
notices.

CATEGORIES OF INDIVIDUALS COVERED BY THE
SYSTEM:

Any person who has been the subject
of, witness for, or referenced in an
investigation, as well as any individual
who submits a request for assistance or
complaint to an Inspector General.

CATEGORIES OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM:

Letters/transcriptions of complaints,
allegations and queries; tasking orders
from the Department of Defense
Inspector General, Secretary of the
Navy, Chief of Naval Operations, and
Commandant of the Marine Corps;
requests for assistance from other Navy/
Marine Corps commands and activities;
appointing letters; reports of
investigations, inquiries, and reviews
with supporting attachments, exhibits
and photographs; records of interviews
and synopses of interviews; witness
statements; legal review of case files;
congressional inquiries and responses;
administrative memoranda; letters and
reports of action taken; referrals to other
commands; letters to complainants and
subjects of investigations; court records
and results of non-judicial punishment;
letters and reports of adverse personnel

actions; financial and technical reports;
and case number.

These records may contain Personally
Identifiable Information (PII), to include
full name, full Social Security Number
(SSN), home and work telephone
numbers, command or unit work
information, home address, gender,
marital status, age, rank and/or title, and
home and/or work e-mail addresses.
Moreover, PII that is mentioned by a
witness, subject, or complainant during
the course of an interview, even if that
PII was not solicited, may become part
of an Inspector General record.

AUTHORITY FOR MAINTENANCE OF THE SYSTEM:

10 U.S.C. 5014, Office of the Secretary
of the Navy; 10 U.S.C. 5020, Naval
Inspector General: details; duties;
SECNAVINST 5430.57 series, Mission
and Functions of the Naval Inspector
General; SECNAVINST 5370.5 series,
DON Hotline Program; and E.O. 9397
(SSN), as amended.

PURPOSE(S):

To determine the facts and
circumstances surrounding allegations
or complaints against Department of the
Navy personnel and/or Navy/Marine
Corps activities.

To present findings, conclusions, and
recommendations developed from
investigations and other inquiries to the
Secretary of the Navy, Chief of Naval
Operations, Commandant of the Marine
Corps, or other appropriate
Commanders.

ROUTINE USES OF RECORDS MAINTAINED IN THE
SYSTEM, INCLUDING CATEGORIES OF USERS AND
THE PURPOSES OF SUCH USES:

In addition to those disclosures
generally permitted under 5 U.S.C.
552a(b) of the Privacy Act of 1974, these
records contained therein may
specifically be disclosed outside the
DoD as a routine use pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 552a(b)(3) as follows:

The DoD ‘Blanket Routine Uses’ that
appear at the beginning of the Navy’s
compilation of systems of records
notices apply to this system.

POLICIES AND PRACTICES FOR STORING,
RETRIEVING, ACCESSING, RETAINING, AND
DISPOSING OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM:
STORAGE:

Paper records, computerized database,
and electronic documents.

RETRIEVABILITY:

By subject’s name or SSN;
complainant’s name; case title or
number; command; organization;
location; and/or dates.

SAFEGUARDS:
Access is limited to officials/
employees of the office who have a need
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to know. Files are stored in locked
cabinets and rooms in a building with
controlled access. Computer files are
protected by software systems which are
password protected and account
restricted.

RETENTION AND DISPOSAL:

Records of historical significance are
permanent. Such records will be
transferred to the Naval History and
Heritage Command 10 years after the
case is closed, and transferred to
National Archives and Records
Administration 50 years after the case is
closed and reviewed for
declassification. Records of routine
investigations are destroyed 10 years
after the investigation is closed. Records
of requests for assistance and
complaints that are not investigated are
destroyed after 2 years. Investigation
working papers are destroyed after 2
years. Database tracking records are
destroyed when no longer needed for
reference. All records destruction shall
be accomplished by deletion, shredding
or other method that will render the
data unrecognizable.

SYSTEM MANAGER(S) AND ADDRESS:

Naval Inspector General, 1254 Ninth
Street, SE., Washington Navy Yard, DC
20374-5006 or the local command’s IG
office. Official mailing addresses are
published as an appendix to the Navy’s
compilation of systems of records
notices.

NOTIFICATION PROCEDURE:

Individuals seeking to determine
whether information about themselves
is contained in this system should
address written inquiries to the Naval
Inspector General, 1254 Ninth Street,
SE., Washington Navy Yard, DC 20374~
5006 or the relevant command’s IG
office. Official mailing addresses are
published as an appendix to the Navy’s
compilation of systems of records
notices.

The request should include the full
name of the requester and/or case
number. The records system manager
may require an original signature or a
notarized signature as a means of
proving the identity of the individual
requesting access to the records.

RECORD ACCESS PROCEDURES:

Individuals seeking access to
information about themselves contained
in this system should address written
inquiries to the Naval Inspector General,
1254 Ninth Street, SE., Washington
Navy Yard, DC 20374—5006 or the
relevant command’s IG office. Official
mailing addresses are published as an
appendix to the Navy’s compilation of
systems of records notices.

The request should include the full
name of the requester and/or case
number. The records system manager
may require an original signature or a
notarized signature as a means of
proving the identity of the individual
requesting access to the records.

CONTESTING RECORD PROCEDURES:

The Navy’s rules for accessing
records, and for contesting contents and
appealing initial agency determinations
are published in Secretary of the Navy
Instruction 5211.5; 32 CFR part 701; or
may be obtained from the system
manager.

RECORD SOURCE CATEGORIES:

Complainants; witnesses; Members of
Congress; the media; and other military
commands or government agencies.

EXEMPTIONS CLAIMED FOR THE SYSTEM:

Information specifically authorized to
be classified under E.O. 12958, as
implemented by DoD 5200.1-R, may be
exempt pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(k)(1).

Investigatory material compiled for
law enforcement purposes may be
exempt pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(k)(2).
However, if an individual is denied any
right, privilege, or benefit for which he
would otherwise be entitled by Federal
law or for which he would otherwise be
eligible, as a result of the maintenance
of such information, the individual will
be provided access to such information
except to the extent that disclosure
would reveal the identity of a
confidential source.

An exemption rule for this system has
been promulgated in accordance with
requirements of 5 U.S.C. 553(b) (1), (2),
and (3), (c) and (e) and published in 32
CFR part 701, subpart G. For additional
information contact the Office of the
Naval Inspector General System
Manager, Code N1.

[FR Doc. 2011-16602 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001-06-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Notice of Proposed Information
Collection Requests

AGENCY: Department of Education.
ACTION: Comment request.

SUMMARY: The Department of Education
(the Department), in accordance with
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(PRA) (44 U.S.C. 3506(c)(2)(A)),
provides the general public and Federal
agencies with an opportunity to
comment on proposed and continuing
collections of information. This helps
the Department assess the impact of its

information collection requirements and
minimize the reporting burden on the
public and helps the public understand
the Department’s information collection
requirements and provide the requested
data in the desired format. The Director,
Information Collection Clearance
Division, Privacy, Information and
Records Management Services, Office of
Management, invites comments on the
proposed information collection
requests as required by the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995.

DATES: Interested persons are invited to
submit comments on or before August
30, 2011.

ADDRESSES: Comments regarding burden
and/or the collection activity
requirements should be electronically
mailed to ICDocketMgr@ed.gov or
mailed to U.S. Department of Education,
400 Maryland Avenue, SW., LBJ,
Washington, DC 20202-4537. Please
note that written comments received in
response to this notice will be
considered public records.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
3506 of the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1995 (44 U.S.C. Chapter 35) requires
that Federal agencies provide interested
parties an early opportunity to comment
on information collection requests. The
Director, Information Collection
Clearance Division, Information
Management and Privacy Services,
Office of Management, publishes this
notice containing proposed information
collection requests at the beginning of
the Departmental review of the
information collection. The Department
of Education is especially interested in
public comment addressing the
following issues: (1) Is this collection
necessary to the proper functions of the
Department; (2) will this information be
processed and used in a timely manner;
(3) is the estimate of burden accurate;
(4) how might the Department enhance
the quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected; and (5) how
might the Department minimize the
burden of this collection on the
respondents, including through the use
of information technology.

Dated: June 28, 2011.
Darrin A. King,

Director, Information Collection Clearance
Division, Privacy, Information and Records
Management Services, Office of Management.

Office of Special Education and
Rehabilitative Services

Type of Review: New.

Title of Collection: Program
Improvement Plan (PIP).

OMB Control Number: Pending.

Agency Form Number(s): N/A.
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Frequency of Responses: Quarterly;
Annually.

Affected Public: State, Local, or Tribal
Government, State Educational
Agencies or Local Educational Agencies.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Responses: 20.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Burden Hours: 125.

Abstract: Pursuant to Section 106 of
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as
amended, Vocational Rehabilitation
agencies found to be out of compliance
with federal requirements as a result of
failing to meet established performance
standards must develop for
Rehabilitation Service Administration
(RSA) approval a Program Improvement
Plan (PIP) using the on-line form located
on the RSA management information
system. The PIP must contain goals
established by the agency, including
measurable targets, by which it will
assess its progress toward meeting the
required minimum performance levels,
along with strategies for the
achievement of the goals. In accordance
with regulations at 34 CFR 361.89 (c),
RSA reviews an agency’s progress
toward achieving the goals established
in the PIP. For this purpose, it requires
that the agency report its progress on a
quarterly basis.

Copies of the proposed information
collection request may be accessed from
http://edicsweb.ed.gov, by selecting the
“Browse Pending Collections” link and
by clicking on link number 4656. When
you access the information collection,
click on “Download Attachments” to
view. Written requests for information
should be addressed to U.S. Department
of Education, 400 Maryland Avenue,
SW., LBJ, Washington, DC 20202-4537.
Requests may also be electronically
mailed to ICDocketMgr@ed.gov or faxed
to 202—401-0920. Please specify the
complete title of the information
collection and OMB Control Number
when making your request.

Individuals who use a
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1-800-877—
8339.

[FR Doc. 2011-16609 Filed 6-30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Notice of Submission for OMB Review

AGENCY: Department of Education.
ACTION: Comment request.

SUMMARY: The Director, Information
Collection Clearance Division, Privacy,
Information and Records Management

Services, Office of Management, invites
comments on the submission for OMB
review as required by the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (Pub. L. 104-13).
DATES: Interested persons are invited to
submit comments on or before August 1,
2011.

ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be addressed to the Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs,
Attention: Education Desk Officer,
Office of Management and Budget, 725
17th Street, NW., Room 10222, New
Executive Office Building, Washington,
DC 20503, be faxed to (202) 395-5806 or
e-mailed to
oira_submission@omb.eop.gov with a
cc: to ICDocketMgr@ed.gov. Please note
that written comments received in
response to this notice will be
considered public records.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
3506 of the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1995 (44 U.S.C. chapter 35) requires that
the Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) provide interested Federal
agencies and the public an early
opportunity to comment on information
collection requests. The OMB is
particularly interested in comments
which: (1) Evaluate whether the
proposed collection of information is
necessary for the proper performance of
the functions of the agency, including
whether the information will have
practical utility; (2) Evaluate the
accuracy of the agency’s estimate of the
burden of the proposed collection of
information, including the validity of
the methodology and assumptions used;
(3) Enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (4) Minimize the burden
of the collection of information on those
who are to respond, including through
the use of appropriate automated,
electronic, mechanical, or other
technological collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.

Dated: June 27, 2011.
Darrin A. King,
Director, Information Collection Clearance
Division, Privacy, Information and Records
Management Services, Office of Management.

Office of Special Education and
Rehabilitative Services

Type of Review: Revision.

Title of Collection: Office of Special
Education and Rehabilitative Services
(OSERS) Peer Review Data Form.

OMB Control Number: 1820-0583.

Agency Form Number(s): N/A.

Frequency of Responses: On
Occasion; Annually.

Affected Public: Individuals or
households.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Responses: 1,875.

Total Estimated Annual Burden
Hours: 470.

Abstract: Office of Special Education
and Rehabilitative Services (OSERS)
Peer Reviewer Data Form is used to
support the peer review process panel
assignments and to update individual
peer reviewer personal information in
the OSERS Peer Reviewer System
database. This information is requested
when an individual is asked to serve as
a peer reviewer and/or updated
biannually by persons who previously
served as peer reviewers. The
information is used by OSERS staff and
the peer review contractor to identify
potential reviewers who would be
appropriate to review specific types of
grant applications for funding; provide
background information on each
potential reviewer; and provide
information on any reasonable
accommodations that might be required
by the individual. The changes to the
data form include adding two check
boxes that will allow first-time
respondents and repeat reviewers to
complete the entire form or simply
update contact information. This
alleviates the need for a separate form,
currently in use, to update reviewer
contact information. Also, to promote
electronic submission, all the fields
were made “fillable” through the use of
text or check boxes.

Copies of the information collection
submission for OMB review may be
accessed from the RegInfo.gov Web site
at http://www.reginfo.gov/public/do/
PRAMain or from the Department’s Web
site at http://edicsweb.ed.gov, by
selecting the “Browse Pending
Collections” link and by clicking on
link number 4550. When you access the
information collection, click on
“Download Attachments " to view.
Written requests for information should
be addressed to U.S. Department of
Education, 400 Maryland Avenue, SW.,
LBJ, Washington, DC 20202-4537.
Requests may also be electronically
mailed to the Internet address
ICDocketMgr@ed.gov or faxed to 202—
401-0920. Please specify the complete
title of the information collection and
OMB Control Number when making
your request.

Individuals who use a
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1-800-877—
8339.

[FR Doc. 2011-16610 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P



Federal Register/Vol. 76, No. 127 /Friday, July 1, 2011/ Notices

38647

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Notice of Proposed Information
Collection Requests

AGENCY: Department of Education.
ACTION: Comment request.

SUMMARY: The Department of Education
(the Department), in accordance with
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
(PRA) (44 U.S.C. 3506(c)(2)(A)),
provides the general public and Federal
agencies with an opportunity to
comment on proposed and continuing
collections of information. This helps
the Department assess the impact of its
information collection requirements and
minimize the reporting burden on the
public and helps the public understand
the Department’s information collection
requirements and provide the requested
data in the desired format. The Director,
Information Gollection Clearance
Division, Privacy, Information and
Records Management Services, Office of
Management, invites comments on the
proposed information collection
requests as required by the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995.

DATES: Interested persons are invited to
submit comments on or before August
30, 2011.

ADDRESSES: Comments regarding burden
and/or the collection activity
requirements should be electronically
mailed to ICDocketMgr@ed.gov or
mailed to U.S. Department of Education,
400 Maryland Avenue, SW., LBJ,
Washington, DC 20202-4537. Please
note that written comments received in
response to this notice will be
considered public records.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
3506 of the Paperwork Reduction Act of
1995 (44 U.S.C. Chapter 35) requires
that Federal agencies provide interested
parties an early opportunity to comment
on information collection requests. The
Director, Information Collection
Clearance Division, Information
Management and Privacy Services,
Office of Management, publishes this
notice containing proposed information
collection requests at the beginning of
the Departmental review of the
information collection. The Department
of Education is especially interested in
public comment addressing the
following issues: (1) Is this collection
necessary to the proper functions of the
Department; (2) will this information be
processed and used in a timely manner;
(3) is the estimate of burden accurate;
(4) how might the Department enhance
the quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected; and (5) how
might the Department minimize the
burden of this collection on the

respondents, including through the use
of information technology.

Dated: June 28, 2011.
Darrin A. King,
Director, Information Collection Clearance
Division, Privacy, Information and Records
Management Services, Office of Management.

Office of Special Education and
Rehabilitative Services

Type of Review: Revision.

Title of Collection: Annual Progress
Report for the Access to Telework
Program under the Rehabilitation Act of
1973, as Amended.

OMB Control Number: 1820-0687.

Agency Form Number(s): N/A.

Frequency of Responses: Annually.

Affected Public: State, Local, or Tribal
Government, State Educational
Agencies or Local Educational Agencies.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Responses: 19.

Total Estimated Number of Annual
Burden Hours: 209.

Abstract: Nineteen states currently
have Access to Telework programs that
provide financial loans to individuals
with disabilities for the purchase of
computers and other equipment that
support teleworking for an employer or
self-employment on a full or part-time
basis. These grantees are required to
report annual data on their programs to
the Rehabilitation Services
Administration. This information
collection provides a standard format
for the submission of those annual
performance reports and a follow-up
survey to be administered to individuals
who receive loans. The proposed
instrument eliminates an entire section
of optional information that is not
required for submission by the Telework
grantees, further reducing the burden
from approximately 12.5 hours to 11
hours per state. Section C. Telework
Optional Data Elements, which are not
annual reporting requirements for the
Telework grantees, has been proposed
for removal from the current instrument.
The information collected in this
optional data section includes: 1. Types
of Telework programs (partnership
loans or revolving loans), 2. Interest
Rates (lowest and highest interest rates
established by policy), 3. Loan Amounts
(lowest and highest loan amounts
established by policy), 4. Repayment
Terms (shortest and longest repayment
terms established by policy), and Loan
Guarantee Requirement, the percentage
of the loans that must be repaid by the
alternative financing program (AFP) to
the lender in case of default as
established by the agreement with the
lender. Since the data reported under C.
Telework Optional Data Elements of the

current instrument is not required,
grantees did not report this information
uniformly across programs. If every
grantee doesn’t report in this section,
then the data can’t be reported in
aggregate form. This optional section
contains information about program
features and descriptions that may or
may not change on an annual basis.
Since there is limited utility to the
annual reporting of this optional
information, the decision was made to
further reduce the burden to all grantees
by eliminating this section from the
current instrument in the Management
Information System.

Copies of the proposed information
collection request may be accessed from
http://edicsweb.ed.gov, by selecting the
“Browse Pending Collections” link and
by clicking on link number 4657. When
you access the information collection,
click on “Download Attachments” to
view. Written requests for information
should be addressed to U.S. Department
of Education, 400 Maryland Avenue,
SW., LBJ, Washington, DC 20202-4537.
Requests may also be electronically
mailed to ICDocketMgr@ed.gov or faxed
to 202—401-0920. Please specify the
complete title of the information
collection and OMB Control Number
when making your request.

Individuals who use a
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1-800-877—
8339.

[FR Doc. 2011-16614 Filed 6—-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Secretary of Energy Advisory Board

AGENCY: Department of Energy.
ACTION: Notice of open meeting.

SUMMARY: This notice announces an
open meeting of the Secretary of Energy
Advisory Board (SEAB). SEAB was
reestablished pursuant to the Federal
Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92—
463, 86 Stat. 770) (the Act). This notice
is provided in accordance with the Act.
DATES: Wednesday, July 20, 2011 8
a.m.—5 p.m.

ADDRESSES: U.S. Department of Energy,
1000 Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20585.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Amy Bodette, Designated Federal
Officer, U.S. Department of Energy,
1000 Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20585; telephone (202)
586—0383 or facsimile (202) 586—1441;
e-mail: seab@hq.doe.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
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Background: The Board was
reestablished to provide advice and
recommendations to the Secretary on
the Department’s basic and applied
research, economic and national
security policy, educational issues,
operational issues and other activities as
directed by the Secretary.

Purpose of the Meeting: The meeting
will provide briefings to the Board and
an opportunity for the subcommittees to
report on their progress, to the parent
Board. The Technology Transition
Subcommittee will make
recommendations to the parent Board.

Tentative Agenda: The meeting will
start at 8 a.m. on July 20th and will
serve as an update meeting for the
Board. The tentative meeting agenda
includes a welcome, opening remarks
from the Secretary, reports on planned
activities from subcommittees and an
opportunity for public comment. The
meeting will conclude at 5 p.m.

Public Participation: The meeting is
open to the public. Individuals who
would like to attend must RSVP to Amy
Bodette no later than 5 p.m. on Monday,
July 18, 2011 at seab@hq.doe.gov. Please
provide your name, organization,
citizenship and contact information.
Anyone attending the meeting will be
required to present government issued
identification. Individuals and
representatives of organizations who
would like to offer comments and
suggestions may do so at the end of the
meeting on Wednesday, July 20, 2011.
Approximately 30 minutes will be
reserved for public comments. Time
allotted per speaker will depend on the
number who wish to speak but will not
exceed 5 minutes. The Designated
Federal Officer is empowered to
conduct the meeting in a fashion that
will facilitate the orderly conduct of
business. Those wishing to speak
should register to do so beginning at 8
a.m. on July 20, 2011.

Those not able to attend the meeting
or have insufficient time to address the
Board are invited to send a written
statement to Amy Bodette, U.S.
Department of Energy, 1000
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington DC 20585; e-mail to:
seab@hgq.doe.gov.

Minutes: The minutes of the meeting
will be available on the SEAB Web site
http://www.energy.gov/SEAB or by
contacting Ms. Bodette. She may be
reached at the postal address or e-mail
address above.

Issued at Washington, DC, on June 28,
2011.

LaTanya Butler,

Acting Deputy Committee Management
Officer.

[FR Doc. 2011-16590 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Office of Energy Efficiency and
Renewable Energy

Availability of the Geothermal
Technologies Program Blue Ribbon
Panel Report and Request for Public
Comment

AGENCY: Office of Energy Efficiency and
Renewable Energy, Department of
Energy.

ACTION: Notice of availability and
request for public comment.

SUMMARY: The Department of Energy’s
(DOE) Office of Energy Efficiency and
Renewable Energy (EERE) Geothermal
Technologies Program (the Program)
assembled a geothermal Blue Ribbon
Panel (the Panel) on March 22/23, 2011
in Albuquerque, New Mexico for a
guided discussion on the future of
geothermal energy in the United States
and the role of the DOE Program. The
Geothermal Blue Ribbon Panel Report
captures the discussions and
recommendations of the experts and can
be accessed at: http://
geothermal.energy.gov/brp.

DATES: Submit electronic or written
comments on or before July 29, 2011.
ADDRESSES: Comments may be
submitted by e-mail to:
DOE.Geothermal@ee.doe.gov. Please
include “Geothermal Blue Ribbon Panel
Report” in the subject line. Please put
the full body of your comments in the
text of the e-mail and as an attachment.
Please include your name, title,
organization, postal address, telephone
number, and e-mail address in the text
of the message.

Comments may also be submitted by
surface mail to: Department of Energy,
Office of Energy Efficiency and
Renewable Energy, JoAnn Milliken (6A—
067), 1000 Independence Ave., SW.,
Washington, DC 20585.

Respondents are encouraged to
submit comments electronically to
ensure timely receipt. The Geothermal
Blue Ribbon Panel Report can be
accessed at: http://
geothermal.energy.gov/brp.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
JoAnn Milliken, Acting Geothermal
Program Manager, at (202) 586—2480 or
joann.milliken@ee.doe.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
majority of geothermal energy growth
occurred prior to 1990. In recent years,
the growth of geothermal capacity in the
U.S. has lagged that of solar and wind
energy. The purpose of the Blue Ribbon
Panel meeting was to identify the
obstacles to geothermal energy growth,
discuss the appropriate role of DOE in
enabling geothermal energy, and
recommend priority research and
development areas. The 15 panelists
included experts from the geothermal
and oil/gas industries, finance
institutions, utilities, universities, and
national laboratories.

This notice requests public comment
on the recommendations and
discussions captured in the Geothermal
Blue Ribbon Panel Report.

Public Participation Policy

It is the policy of the Department to
ensure that public participation is an
integral and effective part of DOE
activities, and that decisions are made
with the benefit of significant public
input and perspectives.

The Department recognizes the many
benefits to be derived from public
participation for both stakeholders and
DOE. Public participation provides a
means for DOE to gather a diverse
collection of opinions, perspectives, and
values from the broadest spectrum of
the public, enabling the Department to
make more informed decisions. Public
participation benefits stakeholders by
creating an opportunity to provide input
on decisions that affect their
communities and our nation.

Issued in Washington, DC, on June 14,
2011.

JoAnn Milliken,

Acting Program Manager, Geothermal
Technologies Program, Energy Efficiency and
Renewable Energy.

[FR Doc. 2011-16579 Filed 6—-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[EPA-HQ-OAR-2007-0595; FRL-9324-8]

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Submission to OMB for
Review and Approval; Comment
Request; Fuels and Fuel Additives:
Detergent Gasoline (Renewal)

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: In compliance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA) (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.), this document
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announces that an Information
Collection Request (ICR) has been
forwarded to the Office of Management
and Budget (OMB) for review and
approval. This is a request to renew an
existing approved collection. The ICR,
which is abstracted below, describes the
nature of the information collection and
its estimated burden and cost.

DATES: Additional comments may be
submitted on or before August 1, 2011.
ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
referencing Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-
OAR-2007-0595, to (1) EPA online
using http://www.regulations.gov (our
preferred method), by e-mail to a-and-
r-Docket@epa.gov, or by mail to: EPA
Docket Center, Environmental
Protection Agency, Mail Code: 28221T,
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW.,
Washington, DC 20460, and (2) OMB by
mail to: Office of Information and
Regulatory Affairs, Office of
Management and Budget (OMB),
Attention: Desk Officer for EPA, 725
17th Street, NW., Washington, DC
20503.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jaimee Dong, Office of Transportation
and Air Quality, (Mail Code: 6406]),
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200
Pennsylvania Ave., NW., Washington,
DC 20460; telephone number: (202)
343-9672; fax number: (202) 343—-2802;
e-mail address: dong.jaimee@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA has
submitted the following ICR to OMB for
review and approval according to the
procedures prescribed in 5 CFR 1320.12.
On February 16, 2011 (76 FR 9013), EPA
sought comments on this ICR pursuant
to 5 CFR 1320.8(d). EPA received no
comments. Any additional comments on
this ICR should be submitted to EPA
and OMB within 30 days of this notice.

EPA has established a public docket
for this ICR under Docket ID No. EPA-
HQ-OAR-2007-0595, which is
available for online viewing at http://
www.regulations.gov, or in person
viewing at the Air and Radiation Docket
in the EPA Docket Center (EPA/DC),
EPA West, Room 3334, 1301
Constitution Ave., NW., Washington,
DC. The EPA/DC Public Reading Room
is open from 8:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, excluding legal
holidays. The telephone number for the
Reading Room is 202-566—-1744, and the
telephone number for the Air and
Radiation Docket is 202—566—1742.

Use EPA’s electronic docket and
comment system at http://
www.regulations.gov, to submit or view
public comments, access the index
listing of the contents of the docket, and
to access those documents in the docket
that are available electronically. Once in

the system, select “docket search,” then
key in the docket ID number identified
above. Please note that EPA’s policy is
that public comments, whether
submitted electronically or in paper,
will be made available for public
viewing at http://www.regulations.gov
as EPA receives them and without
change, unless the comment contains
copyrighted material, confidential
business information (CBI), or other
information whose public disclosure is
restricted by statute. For further
information about the electronic docket,
go to http://www.regulations.gov.

Title: Regulation of Fuels and Fuel
Additives: Detergent Gasoline
(Renewal).

ICR numbers: EPA ICR No. 1655.07,
OMB Control No. 2060-0275.

ICR Status: This ICR is scheduled to
expire on June 30, 2011. Under OMB
regulations, the Agency may continue to
conduct or sponsor the collection of
information while this submission is
pending at OMB. An Agency may not
conduct or sponsor, and a person is not
required to respond to, a collection of
information, unless it displays a
currently valid OMB control number.
The OMB control numbers for EPA’s
regulations in title 40 of the CFR, after
appearing in the Federal Register when
approved, are listed in 40 CFR part 9,
and are displayed either by publication
in the Federal Register or by other
appropriate means, such as on the
related collection instrument or form, if
applicable. The display of OMB control
numbers in certain EPA regulations is
consolidated in 40 CFR part 9.

Abstract: Gasoline combustion results
in the formation of engine deposits that
contribute to increased emissions.
Detergent additives deter deposit
formation. The Clean Air Act requires
gasoline to contain a detergent additive.
The regulations at 40 CFR part 80,
subpart G specify certification
requirements for manufacturers of
detergent additives, recordkeeping and
reporting requirements for blenders of
detergents into gasoline or post-refinery
component (any gasoline blending stock
or any oxygenate which is blended with
gasoline subsequent to the gasoline
refining process), and recordkeeping
and reporting requirements for
manufacturers, transferors, or
transferees of detergents, gasoline, or
post-refinery component (PRC). These
requirements ensure that (1) a detergent
is effective before it is certified by EPA,
(2) a certified detergent, at the minimum
concentration necessary to be effective
(known as the lowest additive
concentration (LAC)), is blended into
gasoline, and (3) only gasoline which
contains a certified detergent at its LAC

is delivered to the consumer. The EPA
maintains a list of certified gasoline
detergents, which is publicly available.
As of April 2011 there were 423
certified detergents and 19 detergent
manufacturers.

Burden Statement: The annual public
reporting and recordkeeping burden for
this collection of information is
estimated to average 3 hours per
response. Burden means the total time,
effort, or financial resources expended
by persons to generate, maintain, retain,
or disclose or provide information to or
for a Federal agency. This includes the
time needed to review instructions;
develop, acquire, install, and utilize
technology and systems for the purposes
of collecting, validating, and verifying
information, processing and
maintaining information, and disclosing
and providing information; adjust the
existing ways to comply with any
previously applicable instructions and
requirements which have subsequently
changed; train personnel to be able to
respond to a collection of information;
search data sources; complete and
review the collection of information;
and transmit or otherwise disclose the
information.

Respondents/Affected Entities:
Manufacturers, transferors and
transferees, and blenders into gasoline
or post-refinery component of detergent
additives; and detergent additive
researchers.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
1354.

Frequency of Response: Once,
occasionally annually.

Estimated Total Annual Hour Burden:
220,181.

Estimated Total Annual Cost:
$18,854,168 including $335,040
annualized capital or O&M costs.

Changes in the Estimates: There is a
decrease of 427 hours in the total
estimated burden currently identified in
the OMB Inventory of Approved ICR
Burdens. This decrease is due to an
estimated decrease in annual
certification applications from 10 to 3.

Dated: June 21, 2011.
John Moses,
Director, Collection Strategies Division.
[FR Doc. 2011-16036 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL—9428-5; Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-ORD-
2011-0051]

Draft Integrated Science Assessment
for Lead

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Notice of extension of public
comment period.

SUMMARY: EPA is announcing a two
week extension of the public comment
period for the first external review draft
of a document titled, “First External
Review Draft Integrated Science
Assessment for Lead” (EPA/600/R-10/
075A). The original Federal Register
notice announcing the public comment
period was published on May 6, 2011
(76 FR 26284). This assessment
document was prepared by the National
Center for Environmental Assessment
(NCEA) within EPA’s Office of Research
and Development as part of the review
of the National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS) for Lead.

DATES: The public comment period
began May 6, 2011. This notice
announces an extension of the deadline
for public comment from July 5, 2011 to
July 19, 2011. Comments must be
received by July 19, 2011.

ADDRESSES: The “First External Review
Draft Integrated Science Assessment for
Lead” will be available primarily via the
Web page under Recent Additions and
Publications menus at http://
www.epa.gov/ncea. A limited number of
CD-ROM or paper copies will be
available. Contact Ms. Debbie Wales by
phone (919-541-4731), fax (919-541—
5078), or e-mail
(wales.deborah@epa.gov) to request
either of these, and please provide your
name, your mailing address, and the
document title, “First External Review
Draft Integrated Science Assessment for
Lead” (EPA/600/R—10/075A) to
facilitate processing of your request.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
technical information, contact Dr. Ellen
Kirrane, NCEA; telephone: 919-541—
1340; facsimile: 919-541-2985; or e-
mail: kirrane.ellen@epa.gov.

Comments may be submitted
electronically via http://
www.regulations.gov, by mail, by
facsimile, or by hand delivery/courier.
Please follow the detailed instructions
provided in the SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION section of Federal Register
Notice (76 FR 26284). For information
on submitting comments to the docket,
please contact the Office of
Environmental Information Docket;

telephone: 202-566—1752; facsimile:
202-566—1753; or e-mail:
ORD.Docket@epa.gov.

Dated: June 23, 2011.
Darrell A. Winner,

Acting Director, National Center for
Environmental Assessment.

[FR Doc. 2011-16624 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[ER-FRL-8997-7]

Environmental Impacts Statements;
Notice of Availability

Responsible Agency: Office of Federal
Activities, General Information (202)
564-1399 or http://www.epa.gov/
compliance/nepa/.

Weekly Receipt of Environmental
Impact Statements Filed 06/20/2011
Through 6/24/2011 Pursuant to 40 CFR
1506.9

Notice:

In accordance with Section 309(a) of
the Clean Air Act, EPA is required to
make its comments on EISs issued by
other Federal agencies public.
Historically, EPA met this mandate by
publishing weekly notices of availability
of EPA comments, which includes a
brief summary of EPA’s comment
letters, in the Federal Register. Since
February 2008, EPA has included its
comment letters on EISs on its Web site
at: http://www.epa.gov/compliance/
nepa/eisdata.html. Including the entire
EIS comment letters on the Web site
satisfies the Section 309(a) requirement
to make EPA’s comments on EISs
available to the public. Accordingly, on
March 31, 2010, EPA discontinued the
publication of the notice of availability
of EPA comments in the Federal
Register.

EIS No. 20110199, Draft EIS, BLM, CA,
West Chocolate Mountains Renewable
Energy Evaluation Area, Evaluating
Allocated Federal Mineral Estate (not
including acquired lands) for Leasing,
Testing, and Development of
Geothermal Power, Imperial County,
CA, Comment Period Ends: 09/29/
2011, Contact: Joe Vieira 719-852—
6213. This document is available on
the Internet at: http://www.blm.gov/
ca/st/en/fo/elcentro/nepa/wcm.html.

EIS No. 20110200, Final Supplement,
TVA, TN, Sequoyah Nuclear Plant
Units 1 and 2, License Renewal,
Updated Information Resulting from
Renewing Operating License,
Application Renewal, Hamilton
County, TN, Review Period Ends: 08/

01/2011, Contact: Amy Henry 856—
632—4045.

EIS No. 20110201, Draft EIS, BIA, CA,
Los Coyotes Band of Cahuilla and
Cupeno Indians Fee-To-Trust and
Casino-Hotel Project, To Improve
Long-Term Economic Development,
Implementation, City of Barstow, San
Bernardino County, CA, Comment
Period Ends: 09/14/2011, Contact:
John Rydzik 916—978—-6051.

EIS No. 20110202, Final EIS, NOAA, 00,
Amendment 11 to the Atlantic
Mackerel, Squid, and Butterfish
(MSB), Update Information MSB
Essential Fish Habitat; Establish a
Mackerel Recreational Allocation;
Establish a Cap to Limit the At-Sea
Processing of Mackerel, Fishery
Management Plan (FMP), Establish an
Atlantic Mackerel Limited Access
Program, Implementation, Review
Period Ends: 08/01/2011, Contact:
Patricia A. Kurkul 978-281-9250.

EIS No. 20110203, Final EIS, NSF, 00,
PROGRAMMATIC—Marine Seismic
Research Funded by the National
Science Foundation or Conducted by
the U.S. Geological Survey, To Fund
the Investigation of the Geology and
Geophysics of the Seafloor by
Collecting Seismic Reflection and
Refraction Data, Across the World’s
Ocean, Review Period Ends: 08/01/
2011, Contact: Holly Smith 703-292—
8583.

EIS No. 20110204, Draft EIS, FRBSF,
WA, 1015 Second Avenue Property,
Involving Disposition of the Property
Either Through Transfer, Donations,
or Sale, Downtown Seattle, WA,
Comment Period Ends: 08/15/2011,
Contact: Robert Keller 415-974-2655.
This document is available on the
Internet at: http://www.frbsf.org/news.

EIS No. 20110205, Draft EIS, USFS, NV,
Ely Westside Rangeland Project,
Authorization of Livestock Grazing,
To Improve the Health of the Land
and To Protect Essential Ecosystem
Functions and Values,
Implementation, Humboldt-Toiyabe
National Forest, Lincoln, Nye, and
Pine Counties, NV, Comment Period
Ends: 08/15/2011, Contact: Vernon
Keller 775-355-5356.

EIS No. 20110206, Final EIS, FTA, MI,
Woodward Avenue Light Rail Transit
Project, Construction and Operation,
Funding, City of Detroit, Wayne
County, MI, Review Period Ends: 08/
01/2011, Contact: Tricia Harr 202—
366—0486.

EIS No. 20110207, Draft EIS, NOAA, 00,
Generic—Annual Catch Limits/
Accountability Measures Amendment
for the Gulf of Mexico Fishery
Management Council’s Red Drum,
Reef Fish, Shrimp, Coral and Coral
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Reefs, Fishery Management Plans,
Implementing the National Standard 1
Guidelines, Comment Period Ends:
08/15/2011, Contact: Roy E. Crabtree
727-824-5305.

EIS No. 20110208, Second Draft
Supplement, BOEMRE, 00, Gulf of
Mexico Outer Continental Shelf Oil
and Gas Lease Sales: 2012 Central
Planning Area Lease Sales: 216 and
222, Potential Changes to the Baseline
Conditions, Offshore Marine
Environment and Coastal Counties/
Parishes of MS, LA, and AL,
Comment Period Ends: 08/15/2011,
Contact: Gary Goeke 504-736—3233.

EIS No. 20110209, Draft Supplement,
USFWS, AL, Beach Club West and
Gulf Highlands Condominiums
Residential/Recreational
Condominium Project, Incidental
Take Permits for Construction and
Occupancy, Consider Issuance of U.S.
Army COE Section 10 and 404
Permits, Baldwin County, AL,
Comment Period Ends: 08/15/2011,
Contact: David Dell 404—679-7313.

Dated: June 28, 2011.
Cliff Rader,

Environmental Protection Specialist,
Compliance Division, Office of Federal
Activities.

[FR Doc. 2011-16585 Filed 6-30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[Docket# EPA-RO4-SFUND-2011-0557,
FRL-9427-7]

Sikes Oil Service; Arcade, Jackson
County, GA; Notice of Settlement

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Notice of settlement.

SUMMARY: Under Section 122(h)(1) of the
Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation and Liability
Act (CERCLA), the United States
Environmental Protection Agency has
entered into a settlement for
reimbursement of past response costs
concerning the Sikes Oil Service
Superfund Site located in Arcade,
Jackson County, Georgia for publication.

DATES: The Agency will consider public
comments on the settlement until
August 1, 2011. The Agency will
consider all comments received and
may modify or withdraw its consent to
the settlement if comments received
disclose facts or considerations which
indicate that the settlement is
inappropriate, improper, or inadequate.
ADDRESSES: Copies of the settlement are
available from Ms. Paula V. Painter.
Submit your comments, identified by
Docket ID No. EPA-RO4-SFUND-2011—
0557 or Site name Sikes Qil Service
Superfund Site by one of the following
methods:

o http://www.regulations.gov: Follow
the on-line instructions for submitting
comments.

e http://www.epa.gov/regiond/waste/
sf/enforce.htm.

e E-mail. Painter.Paula@epa.gov.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Paula V. Painter at 404/562—8887.

Dated: June 13, 2011.

Anita L. Davis,

Chief, Superfund Enforcement & Information
Management Branch, Superfund Division.

[FR Doc. 2011-16631 Filed 6—30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

INSTITUTIONS IN LIQUIDATION
[In alphabetical order]

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE
CORPORATION

Update to Notice of Financial
Institutions for Which the Federal
Deposit Insurance Corporation Has
Been Appointed Either Receiver,
Liquidator, or Manager

AGENCY: Federal Deposit Insurance
Corporation.

ACTION: Update listing of financial
institutions in liquidation.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
the Federal Deposit Insurance
Corporation (Corporation) has been
appointed the sole receiver for the
following financial institutions effective
as of the Date Closed as indicated in the
listing. This list (as updated from time
to time in the Federal Register) may be
relied upon as “of record” notice that
the Corporation has been appointed
receiver for purposes of the statement of
policy published in the July 2, 1992
issue of the Federal Register (57 FR
29491). For further information
concerning the identification of any
institutions which have been placed in
liquidation, please visit the Corporation
Web site at http://www.fdic.gov/bank/
individual/failed/banklist.html or
contact the Manager of Receivership
Oversight in the appropriate service
center.

Dated: June 27, 2011.
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation.
Pamela Johnson,
Regulatory Editing Specialist.

FDIC Ref. No.

Bank name

State Date closed

Mountain Heritage Bank .....

Clayton ...

GA 06/24/2011

[FR Doc. 2011-16533 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6714-01-P

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

Ocean Transportation Intermediary
License; Applicants

Notice is hereby given that the
following applicants have filed with the
Federal Maritime Commission an
application for a license as a Non-
Vessel-Operating Common Carrier

(NVO) and/or Ocean Freight Forwarder
(OFF)—Ocean Transportation
Intermediary (OTI) pursuant to section
19 of the Shipping Act of 1984 as
amended (46 U.S.C. Chapter 409 and 46
CFR part 515). Notice is also hereby
given of the filing of applications to
amend an existing OTI license or the
Qualifying Individual (QI) for a license.

Interested persons may contact the
Office of Transportation Intermediaries,
Federal Maritime Commission,
Washington, DC 20573, by telephone at

(202) 523-5843, or by e-mail at
OTI@fmc.gov.

Allto Business International Inc. (NVO
& OFF), 8349 NW 68th Street, Miami,
FL 33166. Officers: Sergio Bobadilla,
President/Director/Secretary,
(Qualifying Individual), Rangel Lopez,
Vice President/Treasurer, Application
Type: New NVO & OFF License.

Arabian Global Logistics Inc. dba
Arabian Cargo International (OFF),
801 Dumont Street, #C, South
Houston, TX 77578. Officers: Fakher
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M. Nawar, President/Director,
(Qualifying Individual), Karim F.
Nawar, Treasurer/Secretary,
Application Type: New OFF License.

ASC Miami, Corp. (NVO & OFF), 10775
NW 21st Street, #110, Miami, FL
33172. Officers: Maria D. Torres,
President, (Qualifying Individual),
Jose D. Salazar, Secretary, Application
Type: Add NVO Service.

AV Logistics, L.L.C. (NVO & OFF), 350
Corporate Way, #250, Orange Park, FL
32073. Officers: Michael Bifulco, Vice
President Operations, (Qualifying
Individual), Michael Burton,
President/Manager, Application Type:
New NVO & OFF License.

BBC Freight Line Inc. dba ABC Depot
Logistics (NVO), 7400 E. Slauson
Avenue, Commerce, CA 90040.
Officer: Douglas E. Garcia, Secretary,
(Qualifying Individual), Fred Chen,
President, Application Type: Trade
Name Change.

Crowley Caribbean Logistics, LLC (NVO
& OFF), Rd. 165, KM 2.4, Edif 13,
Guaynabo, PR 00970. Officers: John G.
Smith, OTI Compliance Officer/
Manager, (Qualifying Individual),
John P. Hourihan, Senior Vice
President/Manager, Application Type:
New NVO & OFF License.

D & J Cargo, Inc. (NVO & OFF), 1933
NW 21st Terrace, Miami, FL 33142.
Officers: Oscar D. Matus, Operations
Officer, (Qualifying Individual),
Dennis A. Campos, President,
Application Type: New NVO & OFF
License.

F.H.L. Logistics, Inc. (NVO & OFF), 1354
NW 78th Avenue, Doral, FL 33126.
Officers: Laura Leal-Ramos, Vice
President, (Qualifying Individual),
Jose L. Tabares, President,
Application Type: New NVO & OFF
License.

FPS Logistic (USA) Inc. (NVO), 879 W.
190th Street, #905, Gardena, CA
90248. Officers: Anna W. Liu, Vice
President (Operations), (Qualifying
Individual), Quincy H. Tan,
President/CEO/CFO/Secretary,
Application Type: Trade Name
Change.

HYC Logistics, Inc. (NVO & OFF), 2600
Thousand Oaks Blvd., Suite 1350,
Memphis, TN 38118. Officers: Tanya
M. DePriest, Vice President Export
Operations, (Qualifying Individual),
Uri D. Silver, President, Application
Type: QI Change.

ICT International Cargo Transport (USA)
Inc. (NVO & OFF), 28922 Lorain Road,
#100, North Olmsted, OH 44070.
Officers: Suzanne M. Javorsky, Vice
President, (Qualifying Individual),
Janko Wille, President, Application
Type: QI Change.

Latin American Exporters, Inc. dba
Cargomax Worldwide Logistics
(NVQO), 1850 NW 84th Avenue, #100,
Doral, FL 33126. Officers: Yessenia M.
Litardo, Vice President, (Qualifying
Individual), Felix F. Ferrer, President/
Secretary, Application Type: New
NVO License.

Leschaco, Inc. (NVO & OFF), One
Evertrust Plaza, Suite 304, Jersey City,
NJ 07302. Officers: Mark C. Malambri,
President/CEO, (Qualifying
Individual), Martin Pieper, Treasurer,
Application Type: QI Change.

Midwest International Shipping, Inc.
(OFF), 2540 Bradley Place, Chicago,
IL 60618. Officers: Shlomo Rimer,
Vice President/Treasurer, (Qualifying
Individual), Ariel Hershkovich,
President/Secretary, Application
Type: New OFF License.

MSC Expeditor Inc. (NVO & OFF), 167—
21 Porter Road, Suite #202, Jamaica,
NJ 11434. Officer: Chang, Yu Chu,
President/Secretary, (Qualifying
Individual), Application Type: New
NVO & OFF License.

North Star Container, LLC dba NS
World Logistics (NVO), 7400 Metro
Boulevard, Suite 300, Edina, MN
55439. Officers: Shawn D. Steen,
Assistant Vice President, (Qualifying
Individual), Application Type: Trade
Name Change.

Omega Relocations Inc (NVO), 2741 W.
76th Street, Hialeah, FL 33016.
Officers: Eyal Aviani, Vice President,
(Qualifying Individual), Horacio G.
Lacayo, President/Secretary,
Application Type: New NVO License.

P2 Logistics, Inc (NVO & OFF), 17326
Edwards Road, #205, Cerritos, CA
90703. Officers: Michael Park, CEO,
(Qualifying Individual), Phillip Choi,
CFO, Application Type: New NVO &
OFF License.

Port Alliance Logistics International,
Inc. dba Port Alliance Logistics (Los
Angeles) dba Port Alliance Logistics
(New York) (NVO & OFF), 400 Garden
City Plaza, Suite 309, Garden City, NY
11530. Officers: Shawn Mak,
Treasurer, (Qualifying Individual),
Huang-Yu Lin, President, Application
Type: Add OFF Service.

Shinewell Logistics, Inc dba Shinyei
Shipping (NVO), 1861 Western Way,
Torrance, CA 90501. Officers:
Hseanrus (Stephen) H. Lin, President/
Vice President, (Qualifying
Individual), Application Type: Trade
Name Change.

Stella Maris International Trading, Inc.
(NVQO), 3825 Henderson Boulevard,
Suite 100, Tampa, FL 33629. Officers:
Fernando Perez, Vice President/
Secretary, (Qualifying Individual),
Nadya Ojeda-Perez, President/

Treasurer, Application Type: New
NVO License.

Toshiba Logistics America, Inc. (NVO &
OFF), 9740 Irvine Blvd., Irvine, CA
92618. Officers: Katsuhiro Kume,
Assistant Secretary, (Qualifying
Individual), Takumi Murai, CEO/
President, Application Type: QI
Change.

Total Caribbean Logistics, LLC (NVO &
OFF), 81 Kings Court, #14B, San Juan,
PR 00911. Officers: Kurt W. Terhar,
Sole Member, (Qualifying Individual),
Application Type: New NVO & OFF
License.

We International Inc (NVO & OFF), 6690
Amador Plaza Drive, #115, Dublin,
CA 94568. Officers: Paul A.
Slemmons, Vice President,
(Qualifying Individual), Mingli Wu,
Stockholder, Application Type: New
NVO & OFF License.

Trans-Aero-Mar, Inc. (NVO & OFF),
8620 N.W. 70th Street, Miami, FL
33166. Officer: Luis G. Rangel,
President, (Qualifying Individual),
Application Type: Add OFF Service.

Widelane Global Logistics Ltd. (NVO),
One Cross Island Plaza, 133-33
Brookville Blvd., Suite 108, Rosedale,
NY 11422. Officer: William Poung,
Pres/CFO/Sec/CEQ/VP/Senior VP,
(Qualitying Individual), Application
Type: Name Change.

Wiz Freight Corp. (NVO), 8327 NW 68th
Street, Miami, FL 33166. Officer:
Renato F. Ferretti, President/
Secretary/Treasurer, (Qualifying
Individual), Application Type: New
NVO License.

Xperts Logistics Inc. (NVO), 3407-B NW
72nd Avenue, Miami, FL 33122.
Officers: Jerry Y. Lopez-Leon,
President/Secretary/CEO, (Qualifying
Individual), Application Type: New
NVO License.

Dated: June 27, 2011.
Karen V. Gregory,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2011-16546 Filed 6—-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6730-01-P

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

Ocean Transportation Intermediary
License; Rescission of Order of
Revocation

Notice is hereby given that the Order
revoking the following licenses are
being rescinded by the Federal Maritime
Commission pursuant to section 19 of
the Shipping Act of 1984 (46 U.S.C.
Chapter 409) and the regulations of the
Commission pertaining to the licensing
of Ocean Transportation Intermediaries,
46 CFR part 515.

License Number: 019706N
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Name: Safe Movers, Inc. dba Isaac’s
Relocation Service

Address: 181 Campanelli Parkway,
Stoughton, MA 02072

Order Published: FR: 6/15/11 (Volume
76, No. 115, Pg. 34994)

License Number: 021442F

Name: Ferm Holdings, Inc.

Address: 3640 NW 115th Avenue,
Miami, FL. 33178

Order Published: FR: 6/02/11 (Volume
76, No. 106, Pg. 31964)

License Number: 022268NF

Name: USI-USA, Inc.

Address: 13030 Fellowship Way,
Reno, NV 89511

Order Published: FR: 5/12/11 (Volume
76, No. 92, Pg. 27644)

Sandra L. Kusumoto,

Director, Bureau of Certification and
Licensing.

[FR Doc. 2011-16545 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6730-01-P

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

Ocean Transportation Intermediary
License; Revocation

The Federal Maritime Commission
hereby gives notice that the following
Ocean Transportation Intermediary
licenses have been revoked pursuant to
section 19 of the Shipping Act of 1984
(46 U.S.C. chapter 409) and the
regulations of the Commission
pertaining to the licensing of Ocean
Transportation Intermediaries, 46 CFR
part 515, effective on the corresponding
date shown below:

License Number: 018449N.

Name: ABC Depot, Inc.

Address: 5690 Bandini Blvd., Bell, CA
90201.

Date Revoked: May 26, 2011.

Reason: Failed to maintain a valid
bond.

License Number: 018848N.

Name: Wings Logistics U.S.A., Corp.

Address: 147-35 Farmers Blvd.,
Jamaica, NY 11434

Date Revoked: May 20, 2011.

Reason: Failed to maintain a valid
bond.

License Number: 019232N.

Name: Universal Container Trade,
Inc.

Address: 16228 McGill Road, La
Mirada, CA 90638.

Date Revoked: May 28, 2011.

Reason: Failed to maintain a valid
bond.

License Number: 020311F.

Name: Watership, Ltd. dba
Transgroup International.

Address: 650 Atlanta South Parkway,
Suite 100, Atlanta, GA 30349.

Date Revoked: May 29, 2011.

Reason: Failed to maintain a valid
bond.

License Number: 020314F.

Name: Idaho Specialized
Transportation, Inc. dba Transgroup
International.

Address: 1287 Boeing Street, Boise, ID
83705.

Date Revoked: May 29, 2011.

Reason: Failed to maintain a valid
bond.

License Number: 020538F.

Name: Ord Ico, LLC dba Transgroup
International.

Address: 1400 Mittel Blvd., Suite A,
Wood Dale, IL 60191.

Date Revoked: May 29, 2011.

Reason: Failed to maintain a valid

bond.

License Number: 020544F.

Name: Trans Ico, LLC dba Transgroup
International.

Address: 280 Wilson Avenue,
Newark, NJ 07105.

Date Revoked: May 29, 2011.

Reason: Failed to maintain a valid
bond.

License Number: 020312F.

Name: TBD Services, Inc. dba
Transgroup International.

Address: 940 Aldrin Drive, Suite 110,
Eagan, MN 55121.

Date Revoked: May 29, 2011.

Reason: Failed to maintain a valid

bond.

License Number: 020540F.

Name: Jet Air Delivery, Inc. dba
Transgroup International.

Address: 4980 Amelia Earhart Drive,
Salt Lake City, UT 84116.

Date Revoked: May 29, 2011.

Reason: Failed to maintain a valid
bond.

License Number: 020543F.

Name: Trans Lax LLC dba Transgroup
International.

Address: 15901 Hawthorne Blvd.,
Suite 440, Los Angeles, CA 90260.

Date Revoked: May 29, 2011.

Reason: Failed to maintain a valid
bond.

License Number: 021838F.

Name: Trans-Mia, LLC dba
Transgroup International.

Address: 10300 NW., 19th Street,
Bldg. 105, Miami, FL 33172.

Date Revoked: May 29, 2011.

Reason: Failed to maintain a valid
bond.

License Number: 021920F.

Name: Trans Bos, LLC dba
Transgroup International.

Address: 140 Eastern Avenue,
Chelsea, MA 02150.

Date Revoked: May 29, 2011.

Reason: Failed to maintain a valid

bond.

License Number: 021973F.

Name: Cargo Connections NC, LLC
dba Transgroup International.

Address: 4119-G Rose Lake Drive,
Charlotte, NC 28217.

Date Revoked: May 29, 2011.

Reason: Failed to maintain a valid
bond.

License Number: 022540N.

Name: Quality One International
Shipping Express, Corp.

Address: 3913 Dyre Avenue, Bronx,
NY 10466.

Date Revoked: May 24, 2011.

Reason: Failed to maintain a valid
bond.

License Number: 022745N.

Name: Leverex International Inc.

Address: 15 Corporate Place South,
Suite 407, Piscataway, NJ 08854.

Date Revoked: May 24, 2011.

Reason: Failed to maintain a valid
bond.

Sandra L. Kusumoto,

Director, Bureau of Certification and
Licensing.

[FR Doc. 2011-16544 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 6730-01-P

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Change in Bank Control Notices;
Acquisitions of Shares of a Bank or
Bank Holding Company

The notificants listed below have
applied under the Change in Bank
Control Act (12 U.S.C. 1817(j)) and
§ 225.41 of the Board’s Regulation Y (12
CFR 225.41) to acquire shares of a bank
or bank holding company. The factors
that are considered in acting on the
notices are set forth in paragraph 7 of
the Act (12 U.S.C. 1817(j)(7)).

The notices are available for
immediate inspection at the Federal
Reserve Bank indicated. The notices
also will be available for inspection at
the offices of the Board of Governors.
Interested persons may express their
views in writing to the Reserve Bank
indicated for that notice or to the offices
of the Board of Governors. Comments
must be received not later than July 19,
2011.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Richmond
(Adam M. Drimer, Assistant Vice
President) 701 East Byrd Street,
Richmond, Virginia 23261-4528:

1. Priam Capital Fund I, LP, Priam
Capital Associates, LLC, and Howard
Feinglass, all in Wilmington, Delaware;
to acquire voting shares of First Mariner
Bancorp, and thereby indirectly acquire
voting shares of First Mariner Bank,
both in Baltimore, Maryland.

B. Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis
(Glenda Wilson, Community Affairs
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Officer) P.O. Box 442, St. Louis,
Missouri 63166—2034:

1. Teresa A. Grindstaff and Greg E.
Allen, individually and as trustees of
the William H. Cooper General Trust,
and the William H. Cooper Marital
Trust, all in Farmington, Missouri; to
acquire shares of First State Bancshares,
Inc., and thereby indirectly acquire
voting shares of First State Community
Bank, both in Farmington, Missouri.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, June 28, 2011.

Robert deV. Frierson,

Deputy Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 2011-16601 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention

[30Day-11-11BD]

Agency Forms Undergoing Paperwork
Reduction Act Review

The Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC) publishes a list of
information collection requests under
review by the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) in compliance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C.
chapter 35). To request a copy of these
requests, call the CDC Reports Clearance
Officer at (404) 639-5960 or send an e-
mail to omb@cdc.gov. Send written
comments to CDC Desk Officer, Office of
Management and Budget, Washington,
DC or by fax to (202) 395-5806. Written
comments should be received within 30
days of this notice.

Proposed Project

Fetal-Infant Mortality Review: Human
Immunodeficiency Virus Prevention

Methodology (FHPM)—New—National
Center for HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis,
STD, and TB Prevention (NCHHSTP),
Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC).

Background and Brief Description

Despite advances in interventions to
prevent mother-to-child transmission of
Human Immunodeficiency Virus (HIV),
including antiretroviral drugs, elective
cesarean deliveries, and avoidance of
breastfeeding, between 100 and 200
infants are perinatally infected with HIV
in the United States each year. Many of
these cases result from missed
prevention opportunities, such as
prenatal HIV testing, prenatal care, or
antiretroviral prophylaxis.

The Fetal-Infant Mortality Review:
Human Immunodeficiency Virus
Prevention Methodology (FHPM) is
designed to identify and address missed
prevention opportunities at the
community level. FHPM will be a CDC
funded extramural project at 10 sites,
conducted in partnership with the
National Fetal and Infant Mortality
Review Program, CityMatCH, and
participating communities. Sites will be
selected through a competitive
application process, and funds will be
administered through CityMatCH,
which will also maintain the National
FHPM Resource Center to provide
training, technical assistance, and
capacity building for selected sites. This
will be the first program to approach
perinatal HIV prevention using a
community-based systems investigation
and improvement strategy.

In order to address perinatal HIV
transmission at the community level,
FHPM has adapted the Fetal-Infant
Mortality Review (FIMR) methodology.
The FIMR methodology is an approach
designed to lead to community-level
improvements in infant health

outcomes. The methodology consists of
four steps: Data gathering, case review,
community action, and changes in
community systems.

FHPM has tailored this methodology
to address perinatal HIV prevention.
During FHPM’s first stage, HIV-infected
pregnant or recently postpartum women
will be identified based on a pre-
established case definition, and will be
prioritized for community review. A
maternal interview will then be
conducted if consent is provided by the
woman. Data collection can proceed
using hospital records if there is no
consent for an interview. After the data
collection phase, a multidisciplinary
case review team (CRT) will conduct a
case review session.

Recommendations of the CRT will
then be passed on to a Community
Action Team (CAT), which will be a
diverse, broad-based group of
community leaders and representatives
capable of defining and initiating
changes in the local systems.

Each of the 10 FHPM sites will
conduct 30 maternal interviews each
year. De-identified FHPM data will be
stored electronically at participating
sites. CDC plans to launch the FIMR—
HIV Data System (FHDS) in 2011, which
will provide a centralized, web-based
data system that can be utilized by all
participating sites and partner
organizations. CDC will not have access
to any personal identifiable information
that may be collected for the project.

Data collected by FHPM will
primarily serve to inform and improve
local health systems in order to prevent
future perinatal HIV transmissions. This
data will provide a clearer picture of the
systems-level strengths and weaknesses
in participating communities. There is
no cost to participants other than their
time. The total estimated annual burden
hours are 450.

ESTIMATE OF ANNUALIZED BURDEN TABLE

Number of Average
Number of responses burden
Type of respondent Form name respondents per response
respondent (in hours)
Pregnant or Recently Post-Partum HIV-in- | FIMR/HIV Maternal Interview Form ............... 300 1 15
fected Women.

Daniel L. Holcomb,

Reports Clearance Officer, Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention.

[FR Doc. 2011-16554 Filed 6-30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4163-18-P
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention

Office for State, Tribal, Local, and
Territorial Support

In accordance with Presidential
Executive Order No. 13175, November
6, 2000, and the Presidential
Memorandum of November 5, 2009 and
September 23, 2004, Consultation and
Coordination with Indian Tribal
Governments, CDC, OSTLTS announces
the following meeting and Tribal
Consultation Session:

Name: Tribal Advisory Committee (TAC)
Meeting and 7th Biannual Tribal
Consultation Session.

Times and Dates:

8:30 a.m.—5 p.m., August 22-23, 2011 (TAC
Meeting).

8:30 a.m.—4 p.m., August 24, 2011 (7th
Biannual Tribal Consultation Session).

Place: Suquamish Clearwater Casino
Resort, 15347 Suquamish Way, NE.,
Suquamish, Washington 98392.

Status: All meetings are being hosted by
the Northwest Portland Area Indian Health
Board and are open to the public. August 23,
2011, has been reserved as a day to tour and
interact with local Tribes. A special
invitation has been extended to the
Washington and Oregon American Indian
Tribal Leaders, Washington and Oregon State
Health Department Officials, and all
American Indian/Alaska Native (AI/AN)
Tribal leaders from across the nation.

Purpose: CDC released its Tribal
Consultation Policy in October of 2005 with
the primary purpose of providing guidance
across the agency to work effectively with Al/
AN tribes, communities, and organizations to
enhance AI/AN access to CDC resources and
programs. In November of 2006, an Agency
Advisory Committee (the CDC/Agency for
Toxic Substances and Disease Registry Tribal
Advisory Committee—TAC) was established
to provide a complementary venue wherein
tribal representatives and CDC staff could
exchange information about public health
issues in Indian Country, identifying urgent
public health needs in AI/AN communities,
and discuss collaborative approaches to these
issues and needs. Within the CDC
Consultation Policy, it is stated that CDC will
conduct government-to-government
consultation with elected tribal officials or
their designated representatives and confer
with tribal and American Native
organizations and AI/AN urban and rural
communities before taking actions and or
making decisions that affect them.

Consultation is an enhanced form of
communication that emphasizes trust,
respect, and shared responsibility. It is an
open and free exchange of information and
opinion among parties that leads to mutual
understanding and comprehension. CDC
believes that consultation is integral to a
deliberative process that results in effective
collaboration and informed decision making

with the ultimate goal of reaching consensus
on issues. Although formal responsibility for
the agency’s overall government-to-
government consultation activities rests
within the CDC Office of the Director (OD),
other CDC Centers, Institutes, and Offices,
leadership shall actively participate in TAC
meetings and HHS-sponsored regional and
national tribal consultation sessions as
frequently as possible.

Matters to be Discussed: The TAC will
convene their advisory committee meeting
with discussions and presentations from
various CDC senior leaderships on activities
and areas identified by TAC members and
other tribal leaders as priority public health
issues. The Biannual Tribal Consultation
Session will engage CDC Senior leadership
from the CDC OD and various CDC Centers,
Institutes and Offices, including the
Financial Management Office, the Office of
the Associate Director of Communications,
OSTLTS, the National Center for
Environmental Health and the Agency for
Toxic Substances and Disease Registry, the
National Center for Chronic Disease
Prevention and Health Promotion, as well as
others. Opportunities will be provided
during the consultation session for tribal
testimony. Tribal Leaders are encouraged to
submit written testimony by close of business
on August 5, 2011, to the contact person
listed below.

It may be necessary to limit the time of
each presenter due to the availability of time.

The agenda is subject to change as
priorities dictate.

Information about TAC and CDC’s Tribal
Consultation Policy and previous meetings
may be referenced on the following Web link:
http://www.cdc.gov/ostlts/
tribal_public_health/announcements.html.

Contact Person for more Information:
Kimberly Cantrell, Public Health Advisor,
Tribal Support, OSTLTS, CDC, 1600 Clifton
Road, NE., MS K-70, Atlanta, Georgia 30333,
telephone (404) 498-0411, e-mail:
KLW6@cdc.gov.

The Director, Management Analysis and
Services Office has been delegated the
authority to sign Federal Register notices
pertaining to announcements of meetings and
other committee management activities, for
both the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention, and the Agency for Toxic
Substances and Disease Registry.

Dated: June 24, 2011.
Elaine L. Baker,

Director, Management Analysis and Services
Office, Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention.

[FR Doc. 2011-16558 Filed 6—30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4163-18-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Centers for Medicare & Medicaid
Services

[Document Identifier: CMS-10398, CMS—
10399, CMS-10137, and CMS—10237]

Agency Information Collection
Activities: Proposed Collection;
Comment Request

AGENCY: Centers for Medicare &
Medicaid Services, HHS.

In compliance with the requirement
of section 3506(c)(2)(A) of the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, the
Centers for Medicare & Medicaid
Services (CMS) is publishing the
following summary of proposed
collections for public comment.
Interested persons are invited to send
comments regarding this burden
estimate or any other aspect of this
collection of information, including any
of the following subjects: (1) The
necessity and utility of the proposed
information collection for the proper
performance of the agency’s functions;
(2) the accuracy of the estimated
burden; (3) ways to enhance the quality,
utility, and clarity of the information to
be collected; and (4) the use of
automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology to
minimize the information collection
burden.

1. Type of Information Collection
Request: New collection; Title of
Information Collection: Generic
Clearance for Medicaid and CHIP State
Plan, Waiver, and Program Submissions;
Use: CMS is requesting a generic PRA
clearance for a body of forms necessary
to conduct ongoing business with State
partners in the implementation of
Medicaid and the Children’s Health
Insurance Program (CHIP). The specific
forms have not yet been developed but
will be developed over the 3-year
approval period. The types of forms to
be produced in this collection include
State plan amendment templates,
waiver and demonstration templates,
and reporting templates. The
development of streamlined submission
forms is critical for States to implement
timely health reform initiatives in
Medicaid and CHIP state plans,
demonstrations, and waivers, including
legislative requirements enacted by the
Affordable Care Act. The development
of streamlined submissions forms
enhances the collaboration and
partnership between States and CMS by
documenting CMS policy for States to
use as they are developing program
changes. Streamlined forms improve
efficiency of administration by creating
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a common and user-friendly
understanding of the information
needed by CMS to quickly process
requests for State plan amendments,
waivers, and demonstration, as well as
ongoing reporting; Form Number: CMS—
10398 (OMB # 0938—-NEW); Frequency:
Occasionally; Affected Public: State,
Local, or Tribal Governments; Number
of Respondents: 56; Total Annual
Responses: 1120; Total Annual Hours:
28,747. (For policy questions regarding
this collection contact Candice Payne at
410-786—4453. For all other issues call
410-786-1326.)

2. Type of Information Collection
Request: New collection; Title of
Information Collection: Analysis of
Transportation Barriers to Utilization of
Medicare Services by American Indian
and Alaska Native Medicare
Beneficiaries; Use: The purpose of the
proposed study is to identify and
analyze transportation barriers
associated with the utilization of
Medicare services by American Indian
and Alaska Native (AI/AN)
beneficiaries, to identify and analyze the
health outcomes resulting from those
barriers, and ultimately to identify
potential solutions that could help
mitigate the problem and produce
meaningful improvements in health care
use and health outcomes for this
population. Specifically, the
information that will be collected
through the use of instruments and the
study developed under the Analysis of
Transportation Barriers to Utilization of
Medicare Services by American Indian
and Alaska Native Medicare
Beneficiaries Project has not been
collected or evaluated previously by any
agency or individual, so data on the
extent of transportation barriers for rural
AI/AN beneficiaries to Medicare
services by AI/AN Medicare
beneficiaries are not available except
from the proposed data collection
activity.

The information gathered as part of
the project—through the use of survey,
interview, and focus group
instruments—will be used by CMS to
identify transportation barriers to
Medicare services for AI/AN Medicare
beneficiaries. It will provide the first
ever complete evaluation of
transportation barriers to health care for
this population.; Form Number: CMS—
10399 (OMB # 0938-NEW); Frequency:
Occasionally; Affected Public:
Individuals and Households, Private
Sector; Number of Respondents: 3,418;
Total Annual Responses: 3,418; Total
Annual Hours: 2,544. (For policy
questions regarding this collection
contact Roger Goodacre at 410-786—

3209. For all other issues call 410-786—
1326.)

3. Type of Information Collection
Request: Revision of a currently
approved collection; Title of
Information Collection: Application for
Prescription Drug Plans (PDP);
Application for Medicare Advantage
Prescription Drug (MA-PD);
Application for Cost Plans to Offer
Qualified Prescription Drug Coverage;
Application for Employer Group Waiver
Plans to Offer Prescription Drug
Coverage; Service Area Expansion
Application for Prescription Drug
Coverage; Use: The Medicare
Prescription Drug Benefit program was
established by section 101 of the
Medicare Prescription Drug,
Improvement, and Modernization Act of
2003 (MMA) and is codified in section
1860D of the Social Security Act (the
Act). Section 101 of the MMA amended
Title XVIII of the Social Security Act by
redesignating Part D as Part E and
inserting a new Part D, which
establishes the voluntary Prescription
Drug Benefit Program (“Part D”). The
MMA was amended on July 15, 2008 by
the enactment of the Medicare
Improvements for Patients and
Providers Act of 2008 (MIPPA), on
March 23, 2010 by the enactment of the
Patient Protection and Affordable Care
Act and on March 30, 2010 by the
enactment the Health Care and
Education Reconciliation Act of 2010
(collectively the Affordable Care Act).

Coverage for the prescription drug
benefit is provided through contracted
prescription drug plans (PDPs) or
through Medicare Advantage (MA)
plans that offer integrated prescription
drug and health care coverage (MA-PD
plans). Cost Plans that are regulated
under Section 1876 of the Social
Security Act, and Employer Group
Waiver Plans (EGWP) may also provide
a Part D benefit. Organizations wishing
to provide services under the
Prescription Drug Benefit Program must
complete an application, negotiate rates,
and receive final approval from CMS.
Existing Part D Sponsors may also
expand their contracted service area by
completing the Service Area Expansion
(SAE) application.

Effective January 1, 2006, the Part D
program established an optional
prescription drug benefit for individuals
who are entitled to Medicare Part A or
enrolled in Part B. In general, coverage
for the prescription drug benefit is
provided through PDPs that offer drug-
only coverage, or through MA
organizations that offer integrated
prescription drug and health care
coverage (MA-PD plans). PDPs must
offer a basic drug benefit. Medicare

Advantage Coordinated Care Plans
(MA—CCPs) must offer either a basic
benefit or may offer broader coverage for
no additional cost. Medicare Advantage
Private Fee for Service Plans (MA—
PFFS) may choose to offer a Part D
benefit. Cost Plans that are regulated
under Section 1876 of the Social
Security Act, and Employer Group Plans
may also provide a Part D benefit. If any
of the contracting organizations meet
basic requirements, they may also offer
supplemental benefits through
enhanced alternative coverage for an
additional premium.

Applicants may offer either a PDP or
MA-PD plan with a service area
covering the nation (i.e., offering a plan
in every region) or covering a limited
number of regions. MA-PD and Cost
Plan applicants may offer local plans.
There are 34 PDP regions and 26 MA
regions in which PDPs or regional MA—
PDs may be offered respectively. The
MMA requires that each region have at
least two Medicare prescription drug
plans from which to choose, and at least
one of those must be a PDP.
Requirements for contracting with Part
D Sponsors are defined in Part 423 of 42
CFR.

This clearance request is for the
information collected to ensure
applicant compliance with CMS
requirements and to gather data used to
support determination of contract
awards; Form Number: CMS-10137
(OMB # 0938-0936); Frequency: Yearly;
Affected Public: Privates Sector;
Number of Respondents: 178; Total
Annual Responses: 178; Total Annual
Hours: 2,322. (For policy questions
regarding this collection contact Linda
Anders at 410-786—0459. For all other
issues call 410-786—1326.)

4. Type of Information Collection
Request: Revision of a currently
approved collection; Title of
Information Collection: Part C Medicare
Advantage and 1876 Cost Plan
Expansion Application; Use: Collection
of this information is mandated in Part
C of the Medicare Prescription Drug,
Improvement and Modernization Act of
2003 (MMA) in Subpart K of 42 CRF 422
entitled ““Contracts with Medicare
Advantage Organizations.” In addition,
the Medicare Improvements for Patients
and Providers Act of 2008 (MIPPA)
amended titles XVII and XIX of the
Social Security Act to improve the
Medicare program.

In general, coverage for the
prescription drug benefit is provided
through prescription drug plans (PDPs)
that offer drug-only coverage or through
Medicare Advantage (MA) organizations
that offer integrated prescription drug
and health care products (MA-PD
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plans). PDPs must offer a basic drug
benefit. Medicare Advantage
Coordinated Care Plans (MA—CCPs)
either must offer a basic benefit or may
offer broader coverage for no additional
cost. Medicare Advantage Private Fee
for Service Plans (MA-PFFS) may
choose to offer enrollees a Part D
benefit. Employer Group Plans may also
provide Part D benefits. If any of the
contracting organizations meet basic
requirements, they may also offer
supplemental benefits through
enhanced alternative coverage for an
additional premium.

Organizations wishing to provide
healthcare services under MA and/or
MA-PD plans must complete an
application, file a bid, and receive final
approval from CMS. Existing MA plans
may request to expand their contracted
service area by completing the Service
Area Expansion (SAE) application.
Applicants may offer a local MA plan in
a county, a portion of a county (i.e., a
partial county) or multiple counties.
Applicants may offer a MA regional
plan in one or more of the 26 MA
regions.

This clearance request is for the
information collected to ensure
applicant compliance with CMS
requirements and to gather data used to
support determination of contract
awards. The information will be
collected under the solicitation of Part
C application from MA, EGWP Plan,
and Cost Plan applicants. The collection
information will be used by CMS to:

(1) Ensure that applicants meet CMS
requirements, (2) support the
determination of contract awards.
Participation in all Programs is
voluntary in nature. Only organizations
that are interested in participating in the
program will respond to the solicitation.
MA-PDs that voluntarily participate in
the Part C program must submit a Part
D application and successful bid. Form
Number: CMS-10237 (OMB # 0938—
0935); Frequency: Yearly; Affected
Public: Private Sector; Number of
Respondents: 378; Total Annual
Responses: 378; Total Annual Hours:
13,296. (For policy questions regarding
this collection contact Letticia Ramsey
at 410-786-5262. For all other issues
call 410-786-1326.)

To obtain copies of the supporting
statement and any related forms for the
proposed paperwork collections
referenced above, access CMS’ Web site
at http://www.cms.gov/
PaperworkReductionActof1995/PRAL/
list.asp#TopOfPage or e-mail your
request, including your address, phone
number, OMB number, and CMS
document identifier, to
Paperwork@cms.hhs.gov, or call the

Reports Clearance Office at 410-786—
1326.

In commenting on the proposed
information collections, please reference
the document identifier or OMB control
number. To be assured consideration,
comments and recommendations must
be submitted in one of the following
ways by August 30, 2011:

1. Electronically. You may submit
your comments electronically to http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for “Comment or
Submission” or ‘“More Search Options”
to find the information collection
document(s) accepting comments.

2. By regular mail. You may mail
written comments to the following
address: CMS, Office of Strategic
Operations and Regulatory Affairs,
Division of Regulations Development,
Attention: Document Identifier/OMB
Control Number, Room C4-26-05, 7500
Security Boulevard, Baltimore,
Maryland 21244-1850.

Dated: June 28, 2011.
Michelle Shortt,
Director, Regulations Development Group,
Office of Strategic Operations and Regulatory
Affairs.
[FR Doc. 2011-16600 Filed 6—-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4120-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Centers for Medicare & Medicaid
Services

[Document Identifier: CMS-2540-10 and
CMS-10385]

Agency Information Collection
Activities: Submission for OMB
Review; Comment Request

AGENCY: Centers for Medicare &
Medicaid Services, HHS.

In compliance with the requirement
of section 3506(c)(2)(A) of the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, the
Centers for Medicare & Medicaid
Services (CMS), Department of Health
and Human Services, is publishing the
following summary of proposed
collections for public comment.
Interested persons are invited to send
comments regarding this burden
estimate or any other aspect of this
collection of information, including any
of the following subjects: (1) The
necessity and utility of the proposed
information collection for the proper
performance of the Agency’s function;
(2) the accuracy of the estimated
burden; (3) ways to enhance the quality,
utility, and clarity of the information to
be collected; and (4) the use of
automated collection techniques or

other forms of information technology to
minimize the information collection
burden.

1. Type of Information Collection
Request: Revision of a currently
approved collection; Title of
Information Collection: Skilled Nursing
Facility and Skilled Nursing Facility
Health Care Complex Cost Report. Use:
Form CMS 2540-10 is used by Skilled
Nursing Facilities (SNFs) and Skilled
Nursing Facility Complexes
participating in the Medicare program to
report the health care costs to determine
the amount of reimbursable costs for
services rendered to Medicare
beneficiaries. It is required under
sections 1815(a), 1833(e) and
1861(v)(1)(A) of the Social Security Act
(42 U.S.C. 1395g) to submit annual
information to achieve settlement of
costs for health care services rendered to
Medicare beneficiaries. The revision is
due to new reporting requirements as
mandated by the Patient Protection and
Affordability Act section 6104. Section
6104(1) of Public Law 111-148
amended § 1888(f) of the Social Security
Act (“Reporting of Direct Care
Expenditures”), by requiring that SNFs
separately report expenditures for wages
and benefits for direct care staff
(registered nurses, licensed professional
nurses, certified nurse assistants, and
other medical and therapy staff). In
implementing these changes Worksheet
S-3, part V, was added. With the
addition of this worksheet the average
recordkeeping time for each provider
will be increased by 5 hours and the
average reporting time by 1 hour. Form
Number: CMS—2540-10 (OMB#: 0938—
0463); Frequency: Yearly; Affected
Public: Private Sector; Business or other
for-profit and not-for-profit institutions;
Number of Respondents: 15,071; Total
Annual Responses: 15,071; Total
Annual Hours: 3,171,602 (For policy
questions regarding this collection
contact Amelia Citerone. at 410-786—
3901. For all other issues call 410-786—
1326.)

2. Type of Information Collection
Request: Extension of a currently
approved collection; Title of
Information Collection: Expedited
Checklist: Medicaid Eligibility &
Enrollment Systems—Advance Planning
Document (E&E—APD); Use: Under
sections 1903(a)(3)(A)(i) and
1903(a)(3)(B) of the Social Security Act,
CMS has issued new standards and
conditions that must be met by States
for Medicaid technology investments
(including traditional claims processing
systems, as well as eligibility systems)
to be eligible for enhanced match
funding. The Checklist will be
submitted by States to the E&E APD
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National Coordinator for review and
coordination in the Eligibility/
Enrollment Systems APD approval
assignment. The information requested
on the Checklist will be used to
determine and approve enhanced FFP to
States and to determine how States are
complying with the seven standards and
conditions; Form Number: CMS-10385
(OMB#: 0938—1125); Frequency:
Occasionally; Affected Public: State,
Local, or Tribal Governments; Number
of Respondents: 56; Total Annual
Responses: 168; Total Annual Hours:
204. (For policy questions regarding this
collection contact Richard Friedman at
410-786—4451. For all other issues call
410-786-1326.)

To obtain copies of the supporting
statement and any related forms for the
proposed paperwork collections
referenced above, access CMS Web Site
address at http://www.cms.hhs.gov/
PaperworkReductionActof1995, or
E-mail your request, including your
address, phone number, OMB number,
and CMS document identifier, to
Paperwork@cms.hhs.gov, or call the
Reports Clearance Office on (410) 786—
1326.

To be assured consideration,
comments and recommendations for the
proposed information collections must
be received by the OMB desk officer at
the address below, no later than 5 p.m.
on August 1, 2011.

OMB, Office of Information and
Regulatory Affairs, Attention: CMS Desk
Officer, Fax Number: (202) 395—6974, E-
mail: OIRA_submission@omb.eop.gov.

Dated: June 28, 2011.
Michelle Shortt,
Director, Regulations Development Group,
Office of Strategic Operations and Regulatory
Affairs.
[FR Doc. 2011-16599 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4120-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Administration for Children and
Families

President’s Committee for People With
Intellectual Disabilities; Notice of
Committee Meeting via Conference
Call

AGENCY: President’s Committee for
People with Intellectual Disabilities
(PCPID), HHS.

ACTION: Notice of committee meeting via
conference call.

DATES: Tuesday, July 19, 2011, from 1
p.m. to 2:30 p.m. EST. This meeting, to

be held via audio conference call, is
open to the public.

Details for accessing the full
Committee Conference Call are cited
below: Toll Free Dial-In Number: 800—
779-1436. Pass Code: PCPID.

Individuals who will need
accommodations for a disability in order
to participate in the PCPID Meeting via
audio conferencing (assistive listening
devices, materials in alternative format
such as large print or Braille) should
notify Genevieve Swift, PCPID
Executive Administrative Assistant, at
Edith.Swift@acf.hhs.gov, or by
telephone at 202-619-0634, no later
than Tuesday, July 12, 2011. PCPID will
attempt to meet requests for
accommodations made after that date,
but cannot guarantee ability to grant
requests received after this deadline.

Agenda: Committee Members will
discuss the potential topics, themes, and
trends for the PCPID 2011 Annual
Report to the President.

Additional Information: For further
information, please contact Laverdia
Taylor Roach, President’s Committee for
People with Intellectual Disabilities,
The Aerospace Center, Second Floor
West, 370 L’Enfant Promenade, SW.,
Washington, DC 20447. Telephone:
202—619-0634. Fax: 202—205-9519.

E-mail: LRoach@acf.hhs.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: PCPID
acts in an advisory capacity to the
President and the Secretary of Health
and Human Services, through the
Administration on Developmental
Disabilities, on a broad range of topics
relating to programs, services and
supports for persons with intellectual
disabilities. The PCPID Executive Order
stipulates that the Committee shall: (1)
Provide such advice concerning
intellectual disabilities as the President
or the Secretary of Health and Human
Services may request; and (2) provide
advice to the President concerning the
following for people with intellectual
disabilities: (A) Expansion of
educational opportunities; (B)
promotion of homeownership; (C)
assurance of workplace integration; (D)
improvement of transportation options;
(E) expansion of full access to
community living; and (F) increasing
access to assistive and universally
designed technologies.

Dated: June 27, 2011.
Laverdia Taylor Roach,
PCPID.
[FR Doc. 2011-16604 Filed 6—30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4184-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. FDA-2010-N-0417]

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Submission for Office of
Management and Budget Review;
Comment Request; Experimental
Study of Format Variations in the Brief
Summary of Direct-to-Consumer Print
Advertisements

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing
that a proposed collection of
information has been submitted to the
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) for review and clearance under
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.
DATES: Fax written comments on the
collection of information by August 1,
2011.

ADDRESSES: To ensure that comments on
the information collection are received,
OMB recommends that written
comments be faxed to the Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs,
OMB, Attn: FDA Desk Officer, FAX:
202-395-7285, or e-mailed to
oira_submission@omb.eop.gov. All
comments should be identified with the
OMB control number 0910-New and
title, “Experimental Study of Format
Variations in the Brief Summary of
Direct-to-Consumer Print
Advertisements.” Also include the FDA
docket number found in brackets in the
heading of this document.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Elizabeth Berbakos, Office of
Information Management, Food and
Drug Administration, 1350 Piccard Dr.,
PI50-400B, Rockville, MD 20850, 301—
796-3792,
Elizabeth.Berbakos@fda.hhs.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
compliance with 44 U.S.C. 3507, FDA
has submitted the following proposed
collection of information to OMB for
review and clearance.

Experimental Study of Format
Variations in the Brief Summary of
Direct-to-Consumer Print
Advertisements—(OMB Control
Number 0910-New)

Section 502(n) of the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C.
352(n)) specifies that ads for
prescription drugs and biological
products must provide a true statement
of information ““in brief summary”
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about the advertised product’s “side
effects, contraindications, and
effectiveness.” The prescription drug
advertising regulations (§ 202.1(e)(3)(iii)
(21 CFR 202.1(e)(3)(iii))) specify that the
information about risks must include
each specific side effect and
contraindication from the advertised
drug’s FDA-approved labeling,
including the Warnings, Precautions,
Adverse Reactions, and other relevant
sections. Some of the current
approaches to fulfilling the brief
summary requirement, while adequate
from a regulatory perspective, result in
ads that may be difficult to read and
understand when used in consumer-
directed promotion.

In recent years, FDA has become
concerned about the adequacy of the
brief summary in direct-to-consumer
(DTC) print advertisements for
prescription drugs. Because the
regulations do not specify how to
address each risk, sponsors can use
discretion in fulfilling the brief
summary requirement under
§ 202.1(e)(3)(iii). Frequently, sponsors
print in small type, verbatim, the risk-
related sections of the approved product
labeling (also called the package insert,
professional labeling, prescribing
information, and direction circular).
This labeling is written for health
professionals, using medical
terminology. While adequate to fulfill
the brief summary requirement for print
advertisements, this method may not be
the most ideal. Research has shown that
while many consumers will make the
effort to read the brief summary in
prescription drug print advertisements
if they are especially interested in the
drug, as a general rule consumers
typically read little or none of the brief

summary information (Ref. 1). Health
practitioners themselves have indicated
they often have difficulty finding
information they actively seek in
package inserts (see 65 FR 81082,
December 22, 2000, for a discussion of
studies supporting the use of a
highlights section in physician
labeling). There may be other ways to
fulfill this requirement that improve
consumers’ ability to find and
comprehend the information in this
important document.

There is evidence suggesting that both
information content and the format in
which it is presented will impact
comprehension. For instance, research
with the format of over-the-counter
(OTC) drug labels (Refs. 2 and 3), the
nutrition facts label (Ref. 4), and other
information formats (Refs. 5 to 7)
demonstrates that information presented
with section headings, graphics (such as
bullets), and other design elements is
more easily read than information
presented in paragraph format.

Research conducted by FDA and
others has examined the content and
format of the brief summary specifically.
For instance, FDA conducted a series of
relevant studies (OMB control numbers
0910-0591 and 0910-0611). Schwartz,
Woloshin, and Welch have compared
one format for adding quantitative and
qualitative benefit and risk information
to the brief summary (Ref. 8).
Specifically, Schwartz et al. designed a
prescription drug facts box similar in
format to the nutrition facts panel and
OTC drug facts panel. The box contains
a number of elements, including
qualitative and quantitative (both
absolute frequency and absolute
difference) information about benefits
and risks. This study showed that

TABLE 1—PROPOSED DESIGN (4x5 + 2)

consumers who were provided efficacy
information in a prescription drug facts
box were more likely to correctly choose
the product with the higher efficacy
than consumers who saw the brief
summary using medical language from
the prescribing information. However, it
is unclear which elements of the drug
facts box are necessary to improve
consumer understanding. For instance,
it is not known whether simply adding
efficacy rate information to a consumer-
friendly brief summary would be
sufficient to enable consumers to
understand a product’s efficacy or
whether qualitative summations are
necessary as well.

The current study will add to
previous research by systematically
examining these different elements to
determine whether and how to add
qualitative and quantitative benefit and
risk information to the brief summary.
The results of this study will inform
FDA of the usefulness and parameters of
various format and content options for
the brief summary.

Design Overview: This study will be
conducted in two concurrent parts; one
examining variations on the benefit
information presented in DTC print
advertisements and the other examining
variations on the risk information
presented in DTC print advertisements.
The factors studied will be the type of
information (i.e., the addition of
quantitative and qualitative information
in a box format) and the level of efficacy
or risk. We will vary the level of efficacy
and risk such that the largest effect is
noticeably different from the placebo,
whereas the smallest effect is minimally
different from the placebo. These factors
will be combined in a factorial design as
follows:

Efficacy level

Information type Smallest

effect

Mid-size

Smaller effect effect

Larger effect Largest effect

81% vs. 82%
Fewer 81% vs. 82%

Absolute Frequency ...
Absolute Frequency +
Qualitative Label.
Absolute Difference +
Qualitative Label.
Absolute Frequency +
Absolute Difference
+ Qualitative Label.

Fewer (1%)

Fewer (1%) 81% vs.
82%.

61% vs. 82%
Fewer 61% vs. 82%

41% vs. 82%
Fewer 41% vs. 82%

Fewer (21%) Fewer (41%)

Fewer (21%) 61% vs.
82%.

Fewer (41%) 41% vs.
82%.

21% vs. 82%
Fewer 21% vs. 82%

1% vs. 82%.
Fewer 1% vs. 82%.

Fewer (61%) Fewer (81%).

Fewer (61%) 21% vs.
82%.

Fewer (81%) 1% vs.
82%.

Note: Two other cells will be tested: (1) No information and (2) Qualitative label only (fewer). This design (22 cells) will also be used to test
risk information (for a total of 44 cells). The specific numbers in the table are placeholders only. Qualitative label example: “Fewer people taking

drug X had disease/symptom Y.”

The test product will be for the
treatment of a high prevalence medical
condition and modeled on an actual
drug used to treat that condition.

Participants will be consumers who
have been diagnosed with the medical
condition of interest. They will be
randomly assigned to read one ad

version. After reading the ad,
participants will answer a series of
questions about the drug. We will test
how the information type affects
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perceived efficacy, perceived risk,
behavioral intention, and accurate
understanding of the benefit and risk
information.

Interviews are expected to last no
more than 20 minutes. A total of 11,750
participants will be involved in the
study. This will be a one-time (rather
than annual) collection of information.

In the Federal Register of August 31,
2010 (75 FR 53312), FDA published a
60-day notice requesting public
comment on the proposed collection of
information. Four responses were
received, each of which included
several comments.

I. Study Design

(Comment 1) Several suggestions
related to participant demographics,
measuring health literacy, and
determining what our primary research
questions are. One question related to
the test DTC advertisements to be used
in the study.

(Response) We agree that the study
design should include the variables of
age, education, ethnicity, and race; these
are included in the questionnaire. We
will ask whether participants can read,
understand, and speak English.

We will measure subjective health
literacy and the related concept of
numeracy, which is relevant for this
research as we are studying the
comprehension of quantitative
information. To clarify, we will not
limit our sample to those who are
currently being treated with a
prescription drug for the condition
being assessed; however, the
questionnaire includes questions about
prescription drug use.

Regarding the primary research
questions, as stated in the 60-day notice,
the current study will add to previous
research by systematically examining
the different elements in the drug facts
box tested in previous research (Ref. 8)
to determine whether and how to add
qualitative and quantitative benefit and
risk information to the brief summary.
Specifically, we will test whether the
inclusion of a qualitative label and/or
the inclusion of quantitative
information affects consumers’
understanding of the information and
their perceptions of the product.

We have contracted with an
organization that produces realistic ads
and stimuli to ensure that we will show
respondents realistic materials.

(Comment 2) This comment states
that there was not enough detail in the
60-day Federal Register notice, such as
no description of the criteria for
determining the amount and type of risk
and benefit information to provide in
the box format. Another question noted

that qualitative terms depend on many
factors. This comment also recommends
that we consider implementing a cross-
over study design to address
interpatient variability. This comment
suggested considering caregivers and
consumers who do not have the medical
condition treated by the drug. The final
question in this comment asked how the
tools were qualified or validated for
their intended use.

(Response) The questionnaire, which
has information about how questions
will be asked and how behavioral
intention will be assessed, was available
upon request during the first comment
period and will continue to be available
during the second comment period.
Information about how risk information
will be portrayed, what statistical
analyses will be performed, subject
recruitment, and pretest content is
addressed in this document.

We agree that a major challenge of the
drug facts box format is deciding the
amount and content of risk information
to include; however, this type of study
cannot address this issue. To replicate
and extend past research, we will use
the drug facts box from a previous study
(Ref. 8) with slight modifications to the
risk information (e.g., the addition of a
serious risk, different rates of side
effects in the placebo and active drug
groups).

We agree that qualitative terms
depend on many factors; however, this
study does not address the feasibility of
creating qualitative terms but rather
tests whether qualitative terms affect
consumer comprehension. As requested,
we will note this in our conclusions.

Conducting a cross-over design would
significantly increase study length, and
repeated exposure to the same stimuli
with minor changes may affect
participants’ responses. We have
conducted power analyses and believe
we can find interpretable results
without conducting a cross-over design.

To ensure that our participants are
motivated to consider the information
presented in the study and to conserve
resources, we will limit our sample to
people who have the medical condition
of interest.

Cognitive testing will be used to test
questionnaire items prior to their use,
and similar items have been used in our
previous studies. The items have face
validity, and several are drawn from
well-tested items used in the
psychology literature (for example,
behavioral intentions; Ref. 9). Finally,
we will pretest the study manipulations.

(Comment 3) This comment included
three statements about the details of the
proposed study. First, the comment
questioned why we chose to test

percents and frequencies and not
relative differences in this study.
Second, this comment pointed out that
the differences in the stimuli should be
stated as percentage points, not as
percentages. Third, the comment asks
whether the risk and benefit information
will be presented in the same
mathematical expression and whether
they will be presented independently.

(Response) We focus on percents and
frequencies because we are replicating
and extending previous research on a
drug facts box (Ref. 8), which included
percents and frequencies but not
relative differences. The study found
that the drug facts box outperformed a
traditional brief summary. The drug
facts box tested had several elements
that differed from the traditional brief
summary, including percents,
frequencies (i.e., XX/100), and
qualitative labels. From these results, it
is not possible to tell which elements of
the drug facts box were responsible for
the effects found. This study aims to test
systematically the elements of the drug
facts box to determine which, if any,
improves consumer comprehension.

We will change percentages to
percentage points in our stimuli.

To clarify, when participants see
benefit information in a certain
information type (or mathematical
expression, for example, percents), they
will also see risk information in that
same information type (for example,
percents). However, the efficacy level
(from smallest to largest effect) will be
manipulated in one design, and the risk
level (from smallest to largest effect)
will be manipulated in a separate
design.

(Comment 4) The comment suggested
that we redesign the study such that
participants would view the study
materials and then answer questions
about the materials only after consulting
with a physician. This comment lists a
number of practical issues surrounding
how to create drug facts boxes and notes
that this study will provide limited
practical information on how to format
the brief summary for drugs with
multiple indication, multiple studies, or
multiple outcomes. Another
recommendation from the comment is
to include conditions that test relative
difference. The comment suggests
eliminating the “‘largest effect” cells.

(Response) We cannot ask
participants to incur the financial and
personal (time) cost of visiting a doctor
to discuss a treatment for the purposes
of research. This is not feasible or
ethical. We cannot ethically ask them to
go to their doctor to discuss a fictitious
drug (nor would the doctor be able to
discuss a fictitious drug with them), and
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we cannot ethically recommend a real
product for them to discuss with their
doctor. Aside from the feasibility and
ethical issues, this is an unnecessary
step to answer our research questions
about participants’ comprehension of a
widely disseminated written form of
information. Moreover, the assumption
behind this recommendation, that
physician consultations are the “context
in which prescription drug
advertisements are actually used,” is
questionable. DTC advertising does not
exist solely in the confines of a doctor’s
office; rather, DTC advertising targets
consumers outside of a doctor’s office,
with the goal of prompting consumers to
ask their physicians about the product.
Therefore, clear communication of risks
and benefits is needed for consumers
before a consultation with a physician.

We agree that there are several
practical issues surrounding the utility
of the drug facts box; however, these
issues are outside the scope of the
proposed study. This study does not
address how information would be
chosen for inclusion in drug facts boxes
but rather whether and how consumers
can understand the information
presented. As stated in the response to
comment 7, our first step will be to
study a simple version of the drug facts
box, with one indication.

We agree that relative difference is an
interesting way to present quantitative
information and are currently studying
this presentation in another study (Refs.
10 and 11). However, as noted in the
response to comment 3, in this study we
are systematically testing the elements
of the drug facts box presented in past
research (Ref. 8) to determine which, if
any, improves consumer
comprehension.

We agree that these “largest effect”
cells may be unrealistic and plan to use
pretests to determine the number of
levels and the content of the levels (e.g.,
the differences used) to be included in
the main study.

II. Publication of the Study

(Comment 5) This comment requested
that FDA provide clarity on the timing
and strategy for the conduct of this

study with respect to other planned
studies.

The comment recommends that FDA
publish findings from this study and
previous studies on the Division of Drug
Marketing, Advertising, and
Communications (DDMAC) Web page
(Ref. 12).

(Response) To clarify, this study will
begin after two related studies (Refs. 10
and 11) have been conducted. The
results from these studies may inform
the execution of this study. The study
will not be superseded by related
research results, as none of the other
research examines the drug facts box
format for the brief summary.

We agree and have taken steps to
publish reports from our previous
research on the DDMAC Web page (Ref.
12). When the current project is
concluded, we will post the findings on
the DDMAC Web page as well.

(Comment 6) Much of this comment
focused on previous research. First, this
comment requests that we disclose the
results of previous research. Second,
this comment recommends that we wait
to begin new studies until results of
previous research have been publicly
reported.

(Response) As stated in the response
to comment 5, we agree and have taken
steps to publish findings from our
previous research on the DDMAC Web
page (ref. 12). Unfortunately, the lengthy
research process does not allow us to
comply with the second request. To
continue having an active research
program, we must submit new proposals
while previous projects are ongoing. As
stated in response to comment 5, as
research projects develop, we will take
results of previous research in account.

III. Product Labeling

(Comment 7) A comment noted that
product labeling is multifaceted and
recommended that conclusions should
be flexible to address these wide
variations in product attributes. Another
suggestion was to consider a label
format that includes multiple endpoints.

(Response) We agree that product
labeling is multifaceted and will tailor
our conclusions to acknowledge that we

TABLE 2—BENEFIT DESIGN (4 x 5 + 2)

tested one simple version of the drug
facts box.

As a first step, we plan to study a
simple version of the drug facts box,
with one indication. If consumers
cannot understand the information in a
drug facts box with one indication, they
are not likely to understand the
information in the drug facts box with
multiple indications. In addition, testing
an ad with one endpoint is realistic as
drug ads often promote only one
indication even if a drug has multiple
indications.

(Comment 8) Another comment
suggested that, along with testing the
qualitative label, “fewer people taking
Drug X had symptom Y,” we should
also test the qualitative label, “more
people taking Drug X received effective
relief from symptom Y.”

(Response) Unfortunately, we do not
have the resources to test multiple
qualitative labels in this study; however,
we will test the qualitative label
suggested by the comment in place of
our original language.

IV. Revised Study Design

This study will be conducted in two
concurrent parts; one examining
variations on the benefit information
presented in DTC print advertisements
and the other examining variations on
the risk information presented in DTC
print advertisements. The factors
studied will be the type of information
(i.e., the addition of quantitative and
qualitative information in a box format)
and the level of efficacy or risk. We will
vary the level of efficacy and risk such
that the largest effect is noticeably
different from the placebo, whereas the
smallest effect is minimally different
from the placebo. We plan to use
pretests to determine the number of
levels and the content of the levels (e.g.,
the differences used) to be included in
the main study. We will also pretest
whether participants should have access
to the ad while completing the
questionnaire. The following design
includes the maximum number of levels
we would include. These factors will be
combined in a factorial design as
follows:

Efficacy level

Information type
Smallest effect

Smaller effect Mid-size effect

Larger effect Largest effect

(1) Absolute Fre-
quency.

(2) Absolute Fre-
quency + Qualitative
Label.

19% vs. 18%

More 19% vs. 18% ...

39% vs. 18% 59% vs. 18%

More 39% vs. 18% ... | More 59% vs. 18% ...

79% vs. 18% 99% vs. 18%.

More 79% vs. 18% ... | More 99% vs. 18%.
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TABLE 2—BENEFIT DESIGN (4 x 5 + 2)—Continued

Efficacy level

Information type
Smallest effect

Smaller effect

Mid-size effect

Larger effect Largest effect

(3) Absolute Difference
+ Qualitative Label.

(4) Absolute Fre-
quency + Absolute
Difference + Quali-
tative Label.

More (1 percentage
point).
More (1 percentage

point) 19% vs. 18%.

More (21 percentage
points).

More (21 percentage
points) 39% vs.
18%.

More (41 percentage
points).

More (41 percentage
points) 59% vs.
18%.

More (61 percentage
points).

More (61 percentage
points) 79% vs.
18%.

More (81 percentage
points).

More (81 percentage
points) 99% vs.
18%.

Note: Qualitative label example: “More people taking drug X had heartburn relief.” There are two additional conditions: a no information condi-

tion and a qualitative label only (More) condition.

TABLE 3—RISK DESIGN (4 x 5 + 2)

Risk level

Information type
Smallest effect

Smaller effect

Mid-size effect

Larger effect Largest effect

(1) Absolute Fre-
guency.

(2) Absolute Fre-
quency + Qualitative
Label.

(3) Absolute Difference
+ Qualitative Label.

(4) Absolute Fre-
quency + Absolute
Difference + Quali-
tative Label.

More 3% vs. 2%

More (1 percentage
point).

More (1 percentage
point) 3% vs. 2%.

3% VS. 2% eeeeieeeeannnn.

23% VS. 2% ....oouuenn..

More 23% vs. 2%

More (21 percentage
points).

More (21 percentage
points) 23% vs. 2%.

43% VS. 2% ...eveunnn.

More 43% vs. 2%

More (41 percentage
points).

More (41 percentage
points) 43% vs. 2%.

63% VS. 2% ..o 83% vs. 2%.

More 63% vs. 2% More 83% vs. 2%.

More (61 percentage
points).

More (61 percentage
points) 63% vs. 2%.

More (81 percentage
points).

More (81 percentage
points) 83% vs.
2%.

Note: Qualitative label example: “More people taking drug X had side effect Y.” There are two additional conditions: a no information condition

and a qualitative label only (More) condition.

In the benefit design, we will use the
mid-size effect for the risk information
in all conditions and vary the
information type to match the benefit
information type (e.g., participants who
see absolute frequency benefit
information will also see absolute
frequency risk information). Similarly,
in the risk design, we will use the mid-
size effect for the benefit information in
all conditions and vary the information
type to match the risk information type.

The test product will be for the
treatment of gastroesophageal reflux
disease and modeled on an actual drug
used to treat this condition. Participants

will be consumers who have heartburn
or acid reflux disease. They will be
randomly assigned to read one ad
version. After reading the ad,
participants will answer a series of
questions about the drug. We will test
how the information type affects
perceived efficacy, perceived risk,
behavioral intention, and accurate
understanding of the benefit and risk
information. The questionnaires for the
risk and benefit designs will have
identical questions; however, the order
will differ. In the risk design, questions
about risk will appear before questions
about benefits; in the benefit design

questions about benefits will appear
before questions about risks.

Data will be collected using an
Internet protocol. Consumers who have
heartburn or acid reflux disease will be
recruited for the study. Because the task
presumes basic reading abilities, all
selected participants must speak and
read English fluently. Participants must
be 18 years or older. We will use
Levene’s test of homogeneity of
variances, analysis of variances, and
regressions to test hypotheses.

FDA estimates the burden of this
collection of information as follows:

TABLE 4—ESTIMATED ANNUAL REPORTING BURDEN'

Average
Number of
L Number of Total annual burden per
Activity respondents rersep;or;sn%seﬁter responses response Total hours
P (in hours) 2
SCIEENET ...ttt st 30,000 1 30,000 2/60 1,000
Pretest ......... 750 1 750 20/60 250
Main Study 11,000 1 11,000 20/60 3,667
TOMAI et srreesnee | eeeesineeessneeesnnes | teesnreeessineeesnnrens | sssreesssireessineennie | eeessseeessneessnnes 4,917

1There are no capital costs or operating and maintenance costs associated with this collection of information.

2Burden estimates of less than 1 hour are expressed as a fraction of an hour in the format “[number of minutes per response]/60.”
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BILLING CODE 4160-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No FDA-2011-N-0457]

Agency Information Collection
Activities; Proposed Collection;
Comment Request; Experimental
Study of Comparative Direct-to-
Consumer Advertising

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing an
opportunity for public comment on the
proposed collection of certain
information by the Agency. Under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (the
PRA), Federal Agencies are required to
publish notice in the Federal Register
concerning each proposed collection of
information and to allow 60 days for
public comment in response to the
notice. This notice solicits comments on
the Experimental Study of Comparative
Direct-to-Consumer (DTC) Advertising.
This study is designed to explore how
consumers understand and interpret
DTC ads that explicitly compare the
efficacy, dosing, and risks, among other
items, of two similar drugs whether
comparisons are named or unnamed.
DATES: Submit either electronic or
written comments on the collection of
information by August 30, 2011.
ADDRESSES: Submit electronic
comments on the collection of
information to http://
www.regulations.gov. Submit written
comments on the collection of
information to the Division of Dockets
Management (HFA-305), Food and Drug
Administration, 5630 Fishers Lane, Rm.
1061, Rockville, MD 20852. All
comments should be identified with the
docket number found in brackets in the
heading of this document.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Elizabeth Berbakos, Office of
Information Management, Food and
Drug Administration, 1350 Piccard Dr.,
P150-400B, Rockville, MD 20850,
301-796-3792,
Elizabeth.Berbakos@fda.hhs.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under the
PRA (44 U.S.C. 3501-3520), Federal
Agencies must obtain approval from the

Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) for each collection of
information they conduct or sponsor.
“Collection of information” is defined
in 44 U.S.C. 3502(3) and 5 CFR
1320.3(c) and includes Agency requests
or requirements that members of the
public submit reports, keep records, or
provide information to a third party.
Section 3506(c)(2)(A) of the PRA (44
U.S.C. 3506(c)(2)(A)) requires Federal
Agencies to provide a 60-day notice in
the Federal Register concerning each
proposed collection of information
before submitting the collection to OMB
for approval. To comply with this
requirement, FDA is publishing notice
of the proposed collection of
information set forth in this document.

With respect to the following
collection of information, FDA invites
comments on these topics: (1) Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of FDA'’s functions, including whether
the information will have practical
utility; (2) the accuracy of FDA’s
estimate of the burden of the proposed
collection of information, including the
validity of the methodology and
assumptions used; (3) ways to enhance
the quality, utility, and clarity of the
information to be collected; and (4)
ways to minimize the burden of the
collection of information on
respondents, including through the use
of automated collection techniques,
when appropriate, and other forms of
information technology.

Experimental Study of Comparative
Direct-to-Consumer (DTC) Advertising
Regulatory Background—(OMB Control
No. 0910-New)

Section 1701(a)(4) of the Public
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C.
300u(a)(4)) authorizes the Food and
Drug Administration (FDA) to conduct
research relating to health information.
Section 903(b)(2)(c) of the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (the FD&C Act)
(21 U.S.C. 393(b)(2)(c)) authorizes FDA
to conduct research relating to drugs
and other FDA regulated products in
carrying out the provisions of the FD&C
Act.

Regulations specify that sponsors
cannot make comparative efficacy
claims in advertising for prescription
drugs without substantial evidence,
most often in the form of well-
controlled clinical trials, to support
such claims (21 U.S.C. 202.1(e)(6)(ii); 21
U.S.C. 314.126). FDA has permitted
some comparisons based on labeled
attributes, such as indication, dosing,
and mechanism of action. When
substantial evidence does not yet exist,
Sponsors may use communication
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techniques that invite implicit
comparisons, such as making indirect
comparisons, using comparative visuals,
and using vaguer language. This study
is designed to apply the existing
comparative advertising literature to
DTC advertising, where little research
has been conducted to date.

Moreover, as part of the American
Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009
(ARRA), the Agency for Healthcare
Research and Quality (AHRQ) is in the
process of securing a large compendium
of information on the comparative
effectiveness of medical treatments in
14 priority medical conditions,
including: Arthritis, cancer, dementia,
depression, diabetes, and substance
abuse.! As part of this process, they will
fund a set of CHOICE (Clinical and
Health Outcomes Initiative in
Comparative Effectiveness) studies
designed to explore comparative
effectiveness. When this large project is
completed, FDA will have additional
information to consider when regulating
DTC advertising. It is possible that more
DTC advertising will be comparative in
nature. In preparation for this change,
FDA is embarking on the proposed
research to ensure that it has adequate
information to assess whether
comparative DTC ads provide truthful
and nonmisleading information to
consumers.

A. Comparative Advertising

Comparative advertisements typically
compare two or more named or
recognizably presented brands of the
same product category, although some
comparative advertisements implicitly
compare a product to other brands by
making superiority statements (e.g.,
“Only Brand A can be cooked in five
minutes or less.”). These ads are
frequently used for commercial

1 http://www.ahrq.gov/fund/cerfactsheets/. Last
accessed May 23, 2011.

2Ang, S. H., and S. B. Leong (1994),
“Comparative advertising: superiority despite
interference?”, Asia Pacific Journal of Management,
11(1), 33-46; Demirdjian, Z. S. (1983), “Sales
effectiveness of comparative advertising: An
experimental field investigation,” Journal of
Consumer Research, 10, 362—-364; Grewal, D., S.
Kavanoor, E. F. Fern; C. Costley, and J. Barnes
(1997), “Comparative versus noncomparative
advertising: a meta-analysis,” Journal of Marketing,
61(4), 1-15; Priester, J. R., J. Godek, D.J.
Nayakankuppum, and K. Park (2004), “Brand
congruity and comparative advertising: When and
why comparative advertisements lead to greater
elaboration,” Journal of Consumer Psychology,
14("2), 115-123.

3 See, for example, Grewal, D., S. Kavanoor, E. F.
Fern, C. Costley, and J. Barnes (1997), “Comparative
versus noncomparative advertising: A meta-
analysis,” Journal of Marketing, 61(4), 1-15; Rogers,
J. C., and T. G. Williams, (1989), “Comparative
advertising effectiveness: Practitioners’ perceptions
versus academic research findings,” Journal of
Advertising Research, 29(5), 22-37.

products, such as electronics, food
products, and automobiles.

Marketing and advertising studies
have investigated the influence of
comparative ads, particularly in contrast
to noncomparative ads.2 Research
specifically investigating the effects of
comparative advertising on consumer
attitudes—including attitudes toward
the ad, the brand, and product use—has
produced mixed results.? The research
findings on the superiority of
comparative versus noncomparative ads
on purchase intentions, however, have
been more conclusive. Relative to
noncomparative ads, comparative ads
were shown to result in greater purchase
intentions.* Finally, other evidence
suggests that there may be more
potential for consumers to confuse
brands when viewing comparative
versus noncomparative ads. Brands
advertised in a comparative format were
shown to be more likely to be perceived
as similar to the leading brand than
brands advertised in a noncomparative
format.®

B. Comparative Prescription Drug
Advertisements

Despite extensive research on
comparative advertising of consumer
products and a limited number of
studies on how DTC ads could help
consumers compare drugs,® very little
research has been conducted on
comparative prescription drug
advertisements.” Consequently, it is
unclear whether these findings are
applicable to comparative drug ads or
how such claims influence consumers’
perceived efficacy of advertised drugs.

Currently, most DTC ad comparisons
focus on drug attributes, such as
differences in dosing or administration
method.® Because few head-to-head
clinical trials have been conducted, very

4Ang, S. H., S. B. Leong (1994), “‘Comparative
advertising: superiority despite interference?”’, Asia
Pacific Journal of Management, 11(1), 33—46;
Demirdjian, Z. S. (1983), “Sales effectiveness of
comparative advertising: An experimental field
investigation,” Journal of Consumer Research, 10,
362-364; Grewal, D., S. Kavanoor, E. F. Fern, C.
Costley, and J. Barnes (1997), “Comparative versus
noncomparative advertising: a meta-analysis,”
Journal of Marketing, 61(4), 1-15; Miniard, P. W.,
M. J. Barone, R. L. Rose, and K. C. Manning (1994),
“A re-examination of the relative persuasiveness of
comparative and noncomparative advertising,”
Advances in Consumer Research, 21(1), 299-303.

5Droge, C. and R. Y. Darmon (1987), “Associative
positioning strategies through comparative
advertising: Attribute versus overall similarity
approaches,” Journal of Marketing Research, 24,
377-388; Gorn, G. J.and C.B. Weinberg (1984), “The
impact of comparative advertising on perception
and attitude: Some positive findings, Journal of
Consumer Research, 11, 719-727; Iyer, E. S. (1988),
“The influence of verbal content and relative
newness on the effectiveness of comparative
advertising,” Journal of Advertising,, 17(3), 15-21.

few DTC ads include efficacy-based
comparisons; ? however, this may
change given the current national focus
on comparative effectiveness research.
Given the growing opportunities for
comparative prescription drug
advertising, the present study aims to
investigate how consumers interpret
and react to DTC comparative drug ads.
Specifically, the study will explore two
types of drug comparisons in DTC ads:
(1) Drug efficacy comparisons; and (2)
other evidence-based comparisons, such
as dosing, mechanism of action, and
indication. The study findings will
inform FDA of relevant consumer issues
relating to comparative DTC advertising.

C. Design Overview

This study will be conducted in two
concurrent parts with random
assignment to experimental condition.
The goal of Phase I is to: (a) Explore
how consumers understand and
interpret ads that explicitly compare the
efficacy of two similar drugs; and (b)
learn whether including the name of the
comparison drug affects comprehension
and perceptions. We have defined
named comparisons as ads that
explicitly compare the drug’s efficacy to
another named medication. An example
of this is: “Drug A was shown to be
more effective than Drug B at lowering
high cholesterol.” We have defined
unnamed comparisons as ads that
implicitly compare the drug’s efficacy to
other medications. An example of this
is: “Compared to other medications,
Drug A lowered cholesterol in more
patients.” The control condition will
not include a comparison to another
drug.

We will explore the issue of named
versus unnamed comparisons in print
ads and television ads in a 2x3 factorial
design as follows:

6 See, for example, Schwartz, L. M., S. Woloshin,
and H. G. Welch (2009), “Using a drug facts box to
communicate drug benefits and harms: two
randomized trials,” Annals of Internal Medicine,
150(8), 516—527; Hauber, A. B., A. F. Mohamed, F.
R. Johnson, and H. Falvey (2009), “Treatment
preferences and medication adherence of people
with Type 2 diabetes using oral glucose-lowering
agents,” Diabetic Medicine: A Journal of the British
Diabetic Association, 26(4), 416—424.

7Mitra, A., J. Swasy, and K. Aikin (2006), “How
do consumers interpret market leadership claims in
direct-to-consumer advertising of prescription
drugs?”’, Advances in Consumer Research, 33, 381—
387.

8 Applications for FDA Approval to Market a New
Drug, 21 CFR 314.126. (2008), retrieved from http://
edocket.access.gpo.gov/cfr_2008/aprqtr/pdf/
21cfr314.126.pdf.

9Mitra, A., J. Swasy, and K. Aikin (2006), “How
do consumers interpret market leadership claims in
direct-to-consumer advertising of prescription
drugs?”’, Advances in Consumer Research, 33, 381—
387.



Federal Register/Vol. 76, No. 127 /Friday, July 1, 2011/ Notices

38665

TABLE 1—PROPOSED DESIGN OF PHASE | (2 x 3)

Type of Ad

Labeling of Comparison Drug

Named Unnamed Control

Print
Television

The goal of Phase II is to determine
how ads that include evidence-based
comparisons are understood by
consumers. These ads often compare
factual characteristics from the drug
labels (e.g., dosing, mechanism of
action). These characteristics do not
necessarily affect drug efficacy, yet
consumers may infer that one drug is
better or more effective than another.
We will examine four such
comparisons: Indication, dosing,

mechanism of action, and risk. In this
phase, we also examine the salience of
the comparison drug by manipulating
whether the comparison drug is named
in the ad or not. In this case, an example
of a named comparison is: “Drug A is
taken only once a month, unlike Drug B,
which you have to take every day.” An
example of a relevant unnamed
comparison is: “Drug A is the only
medication that treats both high
cholesterol and high blood pressure.”

Table 2.--Proposed design of Phase II for printads (2 x2 x4+ 1)

Finally, we will explore whether the
presence of a visual aid alters the
understanding of these presentations.
The control condition will not include
a comparison to another drug.

These factors will be combined in a
(2[type of ad] x 2[labeling of comparison
drug] x 2[presence of visual] x 4[type of
comparison] + 2[controls]) factorial
design. For ease of illustration, the
design is shown separately for print and
television ads.

Labeling of Presence of Type of Comparison
Comparison Visual Tndication Dosing MOA* Risk
Drug
Named Visual
No Visual
Unnamed Visual
No Visual
*MOA = Mechanism of Action
+
Table 3.--Proposed design of Phase II for television ads (2 x2 x4 + 1
Labeling of Presence of Type of Comparison
Comparison Visual Indication Dosing MOA* Risk
Drug
Named Visual
No Visual
Unnamed Visual
No Visual

*MOA = Mechanism of Action

In both phases, we will examine the
effects of these manipulated variables
on several dependent measures,
including perceived benefit and risk,
comprehension of benefit and risk
information, and behavioral intentions.
We will also include demographic
variables (such as gender and education
level), and other variables such as

+

health knowledge as covariates to
determine if they have any influence on
the measures of interest.

The sample will include
approximately 8,000 participants who
have been diagnosed with osteoarthritis
(Phase I) or high cholesterol (Phase II).
The protocol will take place via the
Internet. Participants will be randomly
assigned to view one print or one

television ad for a fictitious prescription
drug that treats either osteoarthritis or
high cholesterol and will answer
questions about it. The entire process is
expected to take no longer than 20
minutes. This will be a one time (rather
than annual) collection of information.

FDA estimates the burden of this
collection of information as follows:

TABLE 4—ESTIMATED ANNUAL REPORTING BURDEN *

No. of re- Average bur-
Activity No. of re- sponses per Total annual den per re- Total hours
spondents respondent responses sponse
SCIEENEI ..ttt et 16,000 1 16,000 .03 (2 min.) 480
Pretest ..o 600 1 600 .33 (20 min.) 200
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TABLE 4—ESTIMATED ANNUAL REPORTING BURDEN '—Continued
No. of re- Average bur-
Activity No. of re- sponses per Total annual den per re- Total hours
spondents respondent responses sponse
MaiN SUAY ..o 8,000 1 8,000 .33 (20 min.) 2,640
TOUAD ettt ees | seeseeeeesesensennes | seeneeeeesesennenees | seeseeeeesesennenees | aeeeeesesenseneeeas 3,320

1 There are no capital costs or operating and maintenance costs associated with this collection of information.

Dated: June 28, 2011.
Leslie Kux,
Acting Assistant Commissioner for Policy.
[FR Doc. 2011-16628 Filed 6—-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration

[Docket No. FDA-2011-N-0012]

Food and Drug Administration (FDA)
and Marine Environmental Sciences
Consortium/Dauphin Island Sea Lab
Collaboration (U19)

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing the
availability of grant funds for the
support of a cooperative agreement
between the Center for Food Safety and
Applied Nutrition (CFSAN) and the
Marine Environmental Sciences
Consortium/Dauphin Island Sea Lab
(DISL). The goal of the DISL is marine
science education, basic and applied
marine science research, coastal zone
management policy, and educating the
general public.

DATES: Important dates are as follows:

1. The application due date is August
1, 2011.

2. The anticipated start date is
September, 2011.

3. The opening date is the date the
Funding Opportunity is published in
the Federal Register.

4. The expiration date is August 2,
2011.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION AND
ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS CONTACT:

Scientific/Programmatic Contact

Robert Dickey, Office of Food Safety,
Gulf Coast Seafood Laboratory, One
Iberville Dr., PO. D1-1, rm. 122 (HFS
400), Dauphin Island, AL 36528,. Tele.:
251-690-3368; e-mail:
Robert.Dickeyr@fda.hhs.gov.

Grants Management Contact

Gladys Melendez-Bohler, Office of
Acquisition and Grant Services (OAGS),
Food and Drug Administration, 5630
Fishers Lane, rm. 1078, Rockville, MD
20857, Tele.: 301-827-7175; e-mail:
Gladys-Melendez-Bohler@fda.hhs.gov.

For more information on this funding
opportunity announcement (FOA) and
to obtain detailed requirements, please
refer to the full FOA located at http://
www.fda.gov/Food/NewsEvents/
default.htm.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
RFA-FD-11-015; 93.103.

A. Background

This FOA issued by the FDA/Office of
Food Safety is soliciting a sole source
grant application from the Dauphin
Island Sea Lab (DISL). FDA is
authorized to enforce the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (the FD&C Act)
as amended (21 U.S.C. 301 et seq.). In
fulfilling its responsibilities under the
FD&C Act, FDA among other things,
directs its activities toward promoting
and protecting the public health by
ensuring the safety and security of foods
(Appendix A). To accomplish its
mission, FDA must stay abreast of the
latest developments in research and also
communicate with stakeholders about
complex scientific and public health
issues. Increased development of
research, education and outreach
partnerships with the Marine
Environmental Science Consortium-
Dauphin Island Sea Lab (DISL) will
greatly contribute to FDA’s mission.

The DISL is one of Alabama’s most
valuable assets and adds immeasurably
to the quality of life in the state and
beyond. The DISL network of 21
institutions enrolls students worldwide
in degree programs delivered in
classrooms, laboratories, education
centers, and online. The DISL’s
nationally ranked programs, leading-
edge research collaborations, and
innovative business partnerships
provide an environment to support
diverse multidisciplinary exchanges
with FDA. The scientific, public health
and policy expertise within FDA
provide opportunities for collaborations

that support the DISL mission and
strategic themes to provide access to
high-quality education, research
discovery, and knowledge-based
services responsive to both the promises
and demands of the state and the nation
in the new century.

B. Research Objectives

FDA Gulf Coast Seafood Laboratory
(GCSL) and the Marine Environmental
Science Consortium of the DISL (the
Parties) have a shared interest in
scientific progress in the diverse
disciplines that directly and indirectly
affect seafood safety and human and
animal health. The Parties also endorse
scientific training for faculty, students
and staff to foster a well-grounded
foundation in interdisciplinary fields in
which academia and government share
mutual interest.

The cooperative agreement will
establish terms of collaboration between
FDA and DISL to support these shared
interests that can be pursued through
programs of collaborative research,
public outreach, cooperative
international initiatives, disciplinary
training, and exchange of scientists and
staff, including a program of graduate
student internships.

The types of activities expected to
develop from this agreement include:

¢ Exchanges between university
faculty and staff and FDA scientists and
staff;

e Educational opportunities for
qualified students (graduate), staff
members and faculty members in the
Parties’ laboratories, classroom and
offices;

¢ Joint meetings for education and
research;

¢ Research collaborations;

¢ Cooperative international activities
including outreach; and

e Sharing of unique facilities and
equipment for increased cost
efficiencies for scientific endeavors;

¢ Promulgation and communication
of identified collaborative efforts
through appropriate means;

e Adjunct, affiliates and research
facility appointments for appropriate
FDA professional staff, provided that
appointment of such candidates will
advance specific programmatic
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objectives of the parties as appropriate,
and provided that such appointments
comply with university policies on
appointment of facility/affiliates;

¢ In an effort to enhance collaborative
interactions and communication
between both institutions, FDA and
DISL will collaborate in the
development of regular workshops
where faculty from all the institutions
within the DISL and FDA scientists and
staff share information about ongoing
research, education and outreach efforts
of mutual interest.

C. Eligibility Information

Competition is limited to the DISL.
There are no other sources that can
provide the required proximity to the
FDA/GGCSL and independent marine
fieldwork capability required. The DISL
is a diverse institutional consortium of
undergraduate and graduate education
and research. University programs
faculty at the DISL are actively involved
in both basic and applied research in
coastal waters of the northern Gulf of
Mexico. The DISL operates marine
research vessels (boats) crewed by
faculty and students for field studies
and sample collections. DISL possesses
extensive laboratory and wet-laboratory
resources relevant to the mission of the
FDA/GCSL. The DISL is located within
1 mile of the FDA/GCSL which will
engage the proposed program of
collaboration and internships. This
unique circumstance of capability,
capacity and proximity is irreplaceable
without extended and costly
concessions.

II. Award Information/Funds Available

A. Award Amount

The estimated amount of support in
FY12 will be up to $125,000. (direct
plus indirect costs) with the possibility
of 4 additional years of support for up
to $125,000.00 per year, subject to the
availability of funds. Future year
amounts will depend on annual
appropriations and successful contract
performance.

B. Length of Support

The award will provide 1 year of
support and include future
recommended support for 4 additional
years, contingent upon satisfactory
performance in the achievement of
project and program reporting objectives
during the preceding year and the
availability of Federal fiscal year
appropriations.

III. Paper Application, Registration,
and Submission Information

To submit a paper application in
response to this FOA, applicants should

first review the full announcement
located at http://www.fda.gov/Food/
NewsEvents/default.htm. (FDA has
verified the Web site addresses
throughout this document, but FDA is
not responsible for any subsequent
changes to the Web sites after this
document publishes in the Federal
Register.) Persons interested in applying
for a grant may obtain an application at
http://grants2.nih.gov/grants/funding/
phs398/phs398.html. For all paper
application submissions, the following
steps are required:

e Step 1: Obtain a Dun and Bradstreet
Data Universal Numbering System
(DUNS) Number.

e Step 2: Register With Central
Contractor Registration.

o Step 3: Register With Electronic
Research Administration (eRA)
Commons.

Steps 1 and 2, in detail, can be found
at http://www07.grants.gov/applicants/
organization_registration.jsp. Step 3, in
detail, can be found at https://
commons.era.nih.gov/commons/
registration/registrationInstructions.jsp.
After you have followed these steps,
submit paper applications to:

Gladys Melendez-Bohler, Office of
Acquisition and Grant Services (OAGS),
Food and Drug Administration, 5630
Fishers Lane, rm. 1078, Rockville, MD
20857.

Dated: June 28, 2011.

Leslie Kux,

Acting Assistant Commissioner for Policy.
[FR Doc. 2011-16627 Filed 6-30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. FDA-2011-N-0002]

Transmissible Spongiform
Encephalopathies Advisory
Committee; Notice of Meeting

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice.

This notice announces a forthcoming
meeting of a public advisory committee
of the Food and Drug Administration
(FDA). The meeting will be open to the
public.

Name of Committee: Transmissible
Spongiform Encephalopathies Advisory
Committee.

General Function of the Committee:
To provide advice and
recommendations to the Agency on
FDA’s regulatory issues.

Date and Time: The meeting will be
held on August 1, 2011, from 9 a.m. to
approximately 4:30 p.m.

Location: Hilton Hotel, Washington
DC North Gaithersburg, 620 Perry
Pkwy., Gaithersburg, MD 20877. For
those unable to attend in person, the
meeting will also be Web cast. The Web
cast will be available at the following
link. Transmissible Spongiform
Encephalopathies Advisory Committee
http://fda.yorkcast.com/webcast/
Viewer/?peid=8477143b2da5442a
8192731eccde3b7ald.

CONTACT PERSON: Bryan Emery or
Rosanna Harvey, Center for Biologics
Evaluation and Research (HFM-71),
Food and Drug Administration, 1401
Rockville Pike, Rockville, MD 20852,
301-827-0314, or FDA Advisory
Committee Information Line, 1-800—
741-8138 (301-443-0572 in the
Washington, DC area), and follow the
prompts to the desired center or product
area. Please call the Information Line for
up-to-date information on this meeting.
A notice in the Federal Register about
last minute modifications that impact a
previously announced advisory
committee meeting cannot always be
published quickly enough to provide
timely notice. Therefore, you should
always check the Agency’s Web site and
call the appropriate advisory committee
hot line/phone line to learn about
possible modifications before coming to
the meeting.

Agenda: The committee will discuss
donor deferral for time spent in Saudi
Arabia to reduce the risk of variant
Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease (vCJD) by
blood and blood products and human
cells, tissues and cellular and tissue-
based products.

FDA intends to make background
material available to the public no later
than 2 business days before the meeting.
If FDA is unable to post the background
material on its Web site prior to the
meeting, the background material will
be made publicly available at the
location of the advisory committee
meeting, and the background material
will be posted on FDA’s Web site after
the meeting. Background material is
available at http://www.fda.gov/
AdvisoryCommittees/Calendar/
default.htm. Scroll down to the
appropriate advisory committee link.

Procedure: Interested persons may
present data, information, or views,
orally or in writing, on issues pending
before the committee. Written
submissions may be made to the contact
person on or before July 25, 2011. Oral
presentations from the public will be
scheduled on August 1, 2011, between
approximately 2:15 p.m. and 2:45 p.m.



38668

Federal Register/Vol. 76, No. 127 /Friday, July 1, 2011/ Notices

Those individuals interested in making
formal oral presentations should notify
the contact person and submit a brief
statement of the general nature of the
evidence or arguments they wish to
present, the names and addresses of
proposed participants, and an
indication of the approximate time
requested to make their presentation on
or before July 15, 2011. Time allotted for
each presentation may be limited. If the
number of registrants requesting to
speak is greater than can be reasonably
accommodated during the scheduled
open public hearing session, FDA may
conduct a lottery to determine the
speakers for the scheduled open public
hearing session. The contact person will
notify interested persons regarding their
request to speak by July 18, 2011.

Persons attending FDA’s advisory
committee meetings are advised that the
Agency is not responsible for providing
access to electrical outlets.

FDA welcomes the attendance of the
public at its advisory committee
meetings and will make every effort to
accommodate persons with physical
disabilities or special needs. If you
require special accommodations due to
a disability, please contact Bryan Emery
or Rosanna Harvey at least 7 days in
advance of the meeting.

FDA is committed to the orderly
conduct of its advisory committee
meetings. Please visit our Web site at
http://www.fda.gov/Advisory
Committees/AboutAdvisoryCommittees/
ucm111462.htm for procedures on
public conduct during advisory
committee meetings.

Notice of this meeting is given under
the Federal Advisory Committee Act (5
U.S.C. app. 2).

Dated: June 28, 2011.
Jill Hartzler Warner,

Acting Associate Commissioner for Special
Medical Programs.

[FR Doc. 2011-16574 Filed 6—-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. FDA-2011-N-0002]
Advisory Committee for

Pharmaceutical Science and Clinical
Pharmacology; Notice of Meeting

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice.

This notice announces a forthcoming
meeting of a public advisory committee
of the Food and Drug Administration

(FDA). The meeting will be open to the
public.

Name of Committee: Advisory
Committee for Pharmaceutical Science
and Clinical Pharmacology.

General Function of the Committee:
To provide advice and
recommendations to the Agency on
FDA’s regulatory issues.

Date and Time: The meeting will be
held on July 26, 2011, from 8 a.m. to
5:30 p.m.

Location: FDA White Oak Campus,
10903 New Hampshire Ave., Building
31 Conference Center, the Great Room
(rm. 1503), Silver Spring, MD 20993—
0002. Information regarding special
accommodations due to a disability,
visitor parking and transportation may
be accessed at: http://www.fda.gov/
AdvisoryCommittees/default.htm; under
the heading “Resources for You”, click
on “Public Meetings at the FDA White
Oak Campus”. Please note that visitors
to the White Oak Campus must enter
through Building 1.

Contact Person: Yvette Waples, Center
for Drug Evaluation and Research, Food
and Drug Administration, 10903 New
Hampshire Ave., Bldg. 31, rm. 2417,
Silver Spring, MD 20993-0002, 301—
796-9001, FAX: 301-847—8533, e-mail:
ACPS-CP@fda.hhs.gov, or FDA
Advisory Committee Information Line,
1-800-741-8138 (301-443-0572 in the
Washington, DC area), and follow the
prompts to the desired center or product
area. Please call the Information Line for
up-to-date information on this meeting.
A notice in the Federal Register about
last minute modifications that impact a
previously announced advisory
committee meeting cannot always be
published quickly enough to provide
timely notice. Therefore, you should
always check the Agency’s Web site and
call the appropriate advisory committee
hot line/phone line to learn about
possible modifications before coming to
the meeting.

Agenda: On July 26, 2011, the
committee will discuss presentations by
the Office of Generic Drugs (OGD) on
bioequivalence issues and quality
standards relative to narrow therapeutic
index (NTI) drug products as a class. In
response to feedback during the April
13, 2010, Advisory Committee for
Pharmaceutical Science and Clinical
Pharmacology (ACPS—CP) meeting, the
committee will further discuss the
definition and list of NTI drugs, as well
as proposed bioequivalence standards
for these products. The committee will
also receive awareness presentations
relevant to OGD’s ongoing focus on
quality and safety of generic drug
products. Presentations will outline
current activities seeking to better

understand the impact of formulation
and quality on the performance of
generic drug products and current
thinking related to potential regulatory
pathways for these issues.

FDA intends to make background
material available to the public no later
than 2 business days before the meeting.
If FDA is unable to post the background
material on its Web site prior to the
meeting, the background material will
be made publicly available at the
location of the advisory committee
meeting, and the background material
will be posted on FDA’s Web site after
the meeting. Background material is
available at http://www.fda.gov/
AdvisoryCommittees/Calendar/
default.htm. Scroll down to the
appropriate advisory committee link.

Procedure: Interested persons may
present data, information, or views,
orally or in writing, on issues pending
before the committee. Written
submissions may be made to the contact
person on or before July 19, 2011. Oral
presentations from the public will be
scheduled between approximately 11
a.m. to 12 noon, and 4:30 p.m. to 5 p.m.
Those individuals interested in making
formal oral presentations should notify
the contact person and submit a brief
statement of the general nature of the
evidence or arguments they wish to
present, the names and addresses of
proposed participants, and an
indication of the approximate time
requested to make their presentation on
or before July 12, 2011. Time allotted for
each presentation may be limited. If the
number of registrants requesting to
speak is greater than can be reasonably
accommodated during the scheduled
open public hearing session, FDA may
conduct a lottery to determine the
speakers for the scheduled open public
hearing session. The contact person will
notify interested persons regarding their
request to speak by July 13, 2011.

Persons attending FDA’s advisory
committee meetings are advised that the
Agency is not responsible for providing
access to electrical outlets.

FDA welcomes the attendance of the
public at its advisory committee
meetings and will make every effort to
accommodate persons with physical
disabilities or special needs. If you
require special accommodations due to
a disability, please contact Yvette
Waples at least 7 days in advance of the
meeting.

FDA is committed to the orderly
conduct of its advisory committee
meetings. Please visit our Web site at
http://www.fda.gov/
AdvisoryCommittees/
AboutAdvisoryCommittees/
ucm111462.htm for procedures on
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public conduct during advisory
committee meetings.

Notice of this meeting is given under
the Federal Advisory Committee Act (5
U.S.C. app. 2).

Dated: June 27, 2011.

Jill Hartzler Warner,

Acting Associate Commissioner for Special
Medical Programs.

[FR Doc. 2011-16576 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request; Food Reporting
Comparison Study (FORCS) and Food
and Eating Assessment Study (FEAST)
(NCI)

SUMMARY: Under the provisions of
Section 3507(a)(1)(D) of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, the National
Cancer Institute (NCI), the National
Institutes of Health (NIH), has submitted
to the Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) a request to review and approve

the information collection listed below.
This proposed information collection
was previously published in the Federal
Register on April 15, 2011 (76 FR
21383). One public comment was
received on April 15 requesting a copy
of the data collection package. The
submission was sent to the requestor on
April 21. The purpose of this notice is

to allow an additional 30 days for public
comment. The National Institutes of
Health may not conduct or sponsor, and
the respondent is not required to
respond to, an information collection
that has been extended, revised, or
implemented on or after October 1,

1995, unless it displays a currently valid

OMB control number.

Proposed Collection: Title: Food
Reporting Comparison Study (FORCS)
and Food and Eating Assessment Study
(FEAST) (NCI). Type of Information

Collection Request: Extension. Need and

Use of Information Collection: The title
of this collection was previously, ““24-
Hour Dietary Recall Method
Comparison and the National Cancer
Institute (NCI) Observational Feeding
Studies.” The objective of the two

studies is to compare the performance of

the newly developed computerized

Automated Self-Administered 24-Hour
Recall (ASA24) approach to collecting
24-hour recall (24HR) data with the
current standard, the interviewer-
administered Automated Multiple Pass
Method (AMPM). The ultimate goal is to
determine to what extent the new
automated instrument can be used
instead of the more expensive
interviewer-administered instrument in
the collection of dietary intake data.
Frequency of Response: Twice. Affected
Public: Individuals. Type of
Respondents: For the FORCS study,
approximately 1,200 adult members
from three health maintenance
organization plans (in Minnesota,
California, and Michigan) between ages
20 and 70 years. For the FEAST study,
approximately 90 adult residents from
the Washington, DC metropolitan area
between ages 20 and 70 years. The
annual reporting burden is estimated at
866 hours (see table below). This
amounts to an estimated 2598 burden
hours over the 3-year data collection
period with a total cost to the
respondents $54,293. There are no
Capital costs, Operating costs, and/or
Maintenance costs to report.

Participants and : : Number of re- | Frequency of Average time per response Annual hour
s?udy Questionnaire spondents reqsponsye gminuteg/hour P burden
Refusal Reasons and Demographics 1770 1 5/60 (0.083) 148
(Attach 4A, Screen 8).
Contact Information (Attach 4A, 400 1 5/60 (0.083) 33
Screen 5).
Screener (Attach 5) .....ccccoeveeriviieennns 400 1.00 5/60 (0.083) 33
General Public for | AMPM (Attach 1) ...cccooiiiiiinicieneee, 400 1.00 30/60 (0.50) 200
FORCS.
ASA24 (Attach 2) ....ccooveeiiiicieee 400 1.00 30/60 (0.50) 200
Demographics and Health Question- 360 1.00 10/60 (0.167) 60
naire (Attach 6).
Demographics, Health and Preference 360 1.00 15/60 (0.25) 90
Questionnaire (Attach 7).
Screener (Attach 8) .......ccevevvceviieennns 33 1.00 5/60 (0.083) 6
Reminder Telephone Call (Attach 10) 33 1.00 5/60 (0.083) 6
General Public for | Eating 3 meals .......ccccocvvvieniiiieennenne 33 1.00 135/60 (2.25) 151
FEAST.
Either AMPM or ASA24 (Attach 1 or 33 1.00 30/60 (0.50) 34
2).
Demographics and Health Question- 33 1.00 10/60 (0.167) 11
naire (Attach 12).
3485 | i | e 866

Request for Comments: Written
comments and/or suggestions from the
public and affected agencies should
address one or more of the following
points: (1) Whether the proposed
collection of information is necessary
for the proper performance of the
functions of the agency, including
whether the information will have
practical utility; (2) The accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden of the
proposed collection of information

including the validity of the
methodology and assumptions used; (3)
Ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (4) Ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on those who are to respond, including
the use of appropriate automated,
electronic, mechanical, or other
technological collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.
Direct Comments to OMB: Written
comments and/or suggestions regarding

the item(s) contained in this notice,
especially regarding the estimated
public burden and associated response
time, should be directed to the
Attention: NIH Desk Officer, Office of
Management and Budget, Office of
Regulatory Affairs at
OIRA_submission@omb.eop.gov or by
fax to 202—395-6974. To request more
information on the proposed project or
to obtain a copy of the data collection
plans, contact Frances E. Thompson,
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PhD, Project Officer, National Cancer
Institute, NIH, EPN 4095A, 6130
Executive Boulevard MSC 7335,
Bethesda, Maryland 20892-7335, or call
non-toll-free number 301-594—4410, or
Fax your request to 301-435-3710, or e-
mail your request, including your
address, to thompsof@mail.nih.gov.

Comments Due Date: Comments
regarding this information collection are
best assured of having their full effect if
received within 30 days of the date of
this publication.

Dated: June 27, 2011.
Vivian Horovitch-Kelley,

NCI Project Clearance Liaison, National
Institutes of Health.

[FR Doc. 2011-16613 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4140-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

New Proposed Collection; Comment
Request; Neuropsychosocial Measures
Formative Research Methodology
Studies for the National Children’s
Study

SUMMARY: In compliance with the
requirement of Section 3506(c)(2)(A) of
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995,
for opportunity for public comment on
proposed data collection projects, the
National Institute of Child Health and
Human Development (NICHD), the
National Institutes of Health (NIH) will
publish periodic summaries of proposed
projects to be submitted to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) for
review and approval. This proposed
information collection was previously
published in the Federal Register on
May 2, 2011, pages 24497—-24498, and
allowed 60 days for public comment. No
comments were received. The purpose
of this notice is to allow an additional
30 days for public comment.

Proposed Collection

Title: Neuro-developmental and
Psycho-Social Measures Formative
Research Studies for the National
Children’s Study (NCS).

Type of Information Collection
Request: Generic Clearance.

Need and Use of Information
Collection: The Children’s Health Act of
2000 (Pub. L. 106-310) states:

(a) Purpose.—TIt is the purpose of this
section to authorize the National Institute of
Child Health and Human Development* to
conduct a national longitudinal study of
environmental influences (including
physical, chemical, biological, and
psychosocial) on children’s health and
development.

(b) In General—The Director of the
National Institute of Child Health and
Human Development* shall establish a
consortium of representatives from
appropriate Federal agencies (including the
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention,
the Environmental Protection Agency) to—

(1) Plan, develop, and implement a
prospective cohort study, from birth to
adulthood, to evaluate the effects of both
chronic and intermittent exposures on child
health and human development; and

(2) Investigate basic mechanisms of
developmental disorders and environmental
factors, both risk and protective, that
influence health and developmental
processes.

(c) Requirement.—The study under
subsection (b) shall—

(1) Incorporate behavioral, emotional,
educational, and contextual consequences to
enable a complete assessment of the physical,
chemical, biological, and psychosocial
environmental influences on children’s well-
being;

(2) Gather data on environmental
influences and outcomes on diverse
populations of children, which may include
the consideration of prenatal exposures; and

(3) Consider health disparities among
children, which may include the
consideration of prenatal exposures.

To fulfill the requirements of the
Children’s Health Act, the results of
formative research will be used to
maximize the efficiency (measured by

scientific robustness, participant and
infrastructure burden, and cost) of tools
to assess language, behavior, and
neurodevelopment, psychosocial stress,
and health literacy and thereby inform
data collection methodologies for the
National Children’s Study (NCS)
Vanguard and Main Studies. With this
submission, the NCS seeks to obtain
OMB'’s generic clearance to conduct
formative research featuring neuro-
developmental and psycho-social
measures.

The results from these formative
research projects will inform the
feasibility (scientific robustness),
acceptability (burden to participants
and study logistics) and cost of NCS
Vanguard and Main Study neuro-
developmental and psycho-social
measures in a manner that minimizes
public information collection burden
compared to burden anticipated if these
projects were incorporated directly into
either the NCS Vanguard or Main Study.

Frequency of Response: Annual [As
needed on an on-going and concurrent
basis].

Affected Public: Members of the
public, researchers, practitioners, and
other health professionals.

Type of Respondents: Women of
child-bearing age, infants, children,
fathers, community leaders, members,
and organizations, health care facilities
and professionals, public health,
environmental, social and cognitive
science professional organizations and
practitioners, hospital administrators,
cultural and faith-based centers, and
schools and child care organizations.
These include both persons enrolled in
the NCS Vanguard Study and their peers
who are not participating in the NCS
Vanguard Study.

Annual reporting burden: See Table 1.
The annualized cost to respondents is
estimated at: $540,000 (based on $10 per
hour). There are no Capital Costs to
report. There are no Operating or
Maintenance Costs to report.

TABLE 1—ESTIMATED ANNUAL REPORTING BURDEN SUMMARY, ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE

: Estimated Estimated total
Estimated Average
Data collection activity Type of respondent number of number of re- burden hgours annur?l burden
respondents sponses per per response ours
respondent requested
Adult Psychosocial Stress ................ NCS participants .......cccccevcvreveernens 4,000 1 1 4,000
Members of NCS target population 4,000 1 1 4,000
(not NCS participants).
Child Developmental Measures ........ NCS participants .......cccccevevveveennene 4,000 1 1 4,000
Members of NCS target population 4,000 1 1 4,000
(not NCS participants).
Health Disparities ........ccccccevvvrieeninen. NCS participants ........cccccevcvveveernene 4,000 1 1 4,000
Members of NCS target population 4,000 1 1 4,000
(not NCS participants).
Small, focused survey and instru- | NCS participants .........ccccocevereenene 4,000 2 1 8,000
ment design and administration.
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TABLE 1—ESTIMATED ANNUAL REPORTING BURDEN SUMMARY, ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE—Continued

: Estimated Estimated total
Estimated Average
Data collection activity Type of respondent number of nsuprgrt:g(reé)fpree:: burden hours annuﬁcl)ubrtsjrden
respondents respondent per response requested
Members of NCS target population 4,000 2 1 8,000
(not NCS participants).
Health and Social Service Providers 2,000 1 1 2,000
Community Stakeholders ................. 2,000 1 1 2,000
FOCUS groups .......ccceceevvencieeneenieens NCS participants .......cccccoeevvrveennens 2,000 1 1 2,000
Members of NCS target population 2,000 1 1 2,000
(not NCS participants).
Health and Social Service Providers 2,000 1 1 2,000
Community Stakeholders ................. 2,000 1 1 2,000
Cognitive interviews ..........ccccceeveenee. NCS participants .......ccccceveverveernene 500 1 2 1,000
Members of NCS target population 500 1 2 1,000
(not NCS participants).
TOAl o | e 45,000 | oo | e 54,000 hrs

Request for Comments: Written
comments and/or suggestions from the
public and affected agencies are invited
on one or more of the following points:
(1) Whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the function of the
agency, including whether the
information will have practical utility;
(2) The accuracy of the agency’s
estimate of the burden of the proposed
collection of information, including the
validity of the methodology and
assumptions used; (3) Ways to minimize
the burden of the collection of
information on those who are to
respond, including the use of
appropriate automated, electronic,
mechanical, or other technological
collection techniques or other forms of
information technology.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: To
request more information on the
proposed project or to obtain a copy of
the data collection plans and
instruments, contact Dr. Sarah L.
Glavin, Deputy Director, Office of
Science Policy, Analysis and
Communication, National Institute of
Child Health and Human Development,
31 Center Drive Room 2A18, Bethesda,
Maryland 20892, or call non-toll free
number (301) 496—1877 or E-mail your
request, including your address to
glavins@mail.nih.gov.

DATES: Comments Due Date: Comments
regarding this information collection are
best assured of having their full effect if
received within 30 days of the date of
this publication.

Dated: June 21, 2011.
Sarah L. Glavin,
Deputy Director, Office of Science Policy,
Analysis and Communications, National
Institute of Child Health and Human
Development.

[FR Doc. 2011-16612 Filed 6-30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4140-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

National Institutes of Health

Center for Scientific Review Amended,;
Notice of Meeting

Notice is hereby given of a change in
the meeting of the Center for Scientific
Review Special Emphasis Panel, June
27,2011, 8:30 a.m. to June 27, 2011, 6
p.m. The River Inn, 924 25th Street,
NW., Washington, DC 20037 which was
published in the Federal Register on
June 16, 2011, 76 FR 35223.

The meeting will be held July 15,
2011 at One Washington Circle Hotel,
One Washington Circle, NW.,
Washington, DC 20037. The meeting
time remains the same. The meeting is
closed to the public.

Dated: June 24, 2011.

Jennifer S. Spaeth,

Director, Office of Federal Advisory
Committee Policy.

[FR Doc. 2011-16615 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4140-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Coast Guard

[Docket No. USCG-2011-0525]
Qualification for an STCW

Endorsement as Officer in Charge of a
Navigational Watch (OICNW)

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.
ACTION: Notice of availability.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard announces
the availability of Office of Vessel
Activities (CG-543) Policy Letter 11-07
amending its policy concerning
qualification for a STCW endorsement
as Officer in Charge of a Navigational
Watch (OICNW). The policy is currently
found in National Maritime Center
(NMC) Policy Letters 01-02 and 16-02.
DATES: This policy is effective on July 1,
2011.

This notice, as well as NMC Policy
Letters 01-02 and 16—02 and the new,
amended policy, are available in the
docket and can be viewed by going to
http://www.regulations.gov, inserting
USCG-2011-0525 in the “Keyword”
box, and then clicking ““Search.”

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: If
you have questions about this notice,
call or e-mail Luke B. Harden, Mariner
Credentialing Program Policy Division
(CG—5434), U.S. Coast Guard; telephone
202-372-1206, e-mail
Luke.B.Harden@uscg.mil. If you have
questions on viewing material in the
docket, call Renee V. Wright, Program
Manager, Docket Operations, telephone
202-366-9826.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background and Purpose

Title 46 Code of Federal Regulations
(CFR) section 11.903(c) establishes that
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applicants for certain officer
endorsements on a merchant mariner
credential (MMC) must comply with
competency standards set forth in the
International Convention on Standards
of Training, Certification and
Watchkeeping for Seafarers, 1978, as
amended (STCW). Currently, National
Maritime Center policy letters 01-02
and 16—02 discuss methods for mariners
to demonstrate their compliance with
those standards, and thus qualify for an
STCW endorsement for Officer in
Charge of a Navigational Watch
(OICNW).

The Coast Guard plans to amend the
policy for qualifying for an OICNW
endorsement. Most notably, the
amendment addresses alternatives to
formal training for demonstrating
competence rather than relying solely
on completion of formal training. The
amended policy is in the docket. This
policy will cancel NMC Policy Letter
01-02 and 16-02.

Authority: We issue this notice of policy
availability under the authority of 5 U.S.C.
552(a).

Dated: June 15, 2011.

Kevin S. Cook,

Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, Director of
Prevention Policy.

[FR Doc. 2011-16540 Filed 6-30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 9110-04-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

[Docket No. FR-5548—-D-02]

Order of Succession for the Office of
Strategic Planning and Management

AGENCY: Office of Strategic Planning and
Management, HUD.

ACTION: Notice of Order of Succession.

SUMMARY: In this notice, the Director,
Office of Strategic Planning and
Management, designates the Order of
Succession for the Office of Strategic
Planning and Management. This is the
first order of succession established for
this office.

DATES: Effective Date: June 22, 2011.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Nina M. Coward, Office of Strategic
Planning and Management, Department
of Housing and Urban Development,
451 7th Street, SW., Room 10156,
Washington DC 20410, telephone
number 202—-402-3897. (This is not a
toll-free number). Persons with hearing-
or speech-impairments may access this
number through TTY by calling the toll-
free Federal Relay Service at 1-800—
877-8339.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Director, Office of Strategic Planning
and Management, is issuing this Order
of Succession of officials authorized to
perform the functions and duties of the
Office of Strategic Planning and
Management when, by reason of
absence, disability, or vacancy in office,
the Director is not available to exercise
the powers or perform the duties of the
office. This Order of Succession is
subject to the provisions of the Federal
Vacancies Reform Act of 1998 (5 U.S.C.
3345-3349d). This is the first order of
succession established for this office.

Accordingly, the Director designates
the following Order of Succession:

Subject to the provisions of the
Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998,
during any period when, by reason of
absence, disability, or vacancy in office,
the Director, Office of Strategic Planning
and Management, is not available to
exercise the powers or perform the
duties of the Director, the following
officials within the Office of Strategic
Planning and Management are hereby
designated to exercise the powers and
perform the duties of the Office:

(1) Deputy Director of the Office of
Strategic Planning and Management;

(2) Division Director—Change
Management;

(3) Division Director—Performance
Management;

(4) Division Director—Process &
Technology; and

(5) Division Director—American
Recovery and Reinvestment Act.

These officials shall perform the
functions and duties of the office in the
order specified herein, and no official
shall serve unless all the other officials,
whose position titles precede his/hers in
this order, are unable to act by reason
of absence, disability, or vacancy in
office.

Authority: Section 7(d), Department of
Housing and Urban Development Act, 42
U.S.C. 3535(d).

Dated: June 22, 2011.

Peter J. Grace,

Director of the Office of Strategic Planning
and Management.

[FR Doc. 2011-16639 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4210-67-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

[Docket No. FR-5548-D—01]

Redelegation of Authority to the Office
of Strategic Planning and Management

AGENCY: Office of the Chief Operating
Officer, HUD.

ACTION: Notice of redelegation of
authority.

SUMMARY: Through this notice, the Chief
Operating Officer of HUD (COO)
redelegates to the Director, Office of
Strategic Planning and Management,
authority and responsibility for the
development and execution of the
department’s strategic plan.

DATES: Effective Date: June 22, 2011.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Nina M. Coward, Office of Strategic
Planning and Management, Department
of Housing and Urban Development,
451 7th Street, SW., Room 10156,
Washington, DC 20410-6000, telephone
number 202—402—-3897. (This is not a
toll-free number). Persons with hearing-
or speech-impairments may access this
number though TTY by calling the toll-
free Federal Relay Service at 1-800—
877-8339.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Section A. Authority

The COO hereby redelegates to the
Director, Office of Strategic Planning
and Management, authority and
responsibility for the development and
execution of the department’s strategic
plan. In carrying out this responsibility,
the Director, Office of Strategic Planning
and Management, shall, among other
duties:

1. Implement the Department’s
program performance measurement and
management process.

2. Manage and support the execution
of the Transformation Initiative, the
Department’s multiyear, multifaceted
organizational change program.

3. Oversee the implementation of the
economic stimulus funding allocated to
the Department through the American
Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009
(Pub. L. 111-5, approved February 17,
2009).

4. Advise the Secretary on matters
related to management of the
Department.

Section B. Authority to Redelegate

The Director, Office of Strategic
Planning, is authorized to redelegate to
employees of HUD any of the authority
delegated under Section A above.

Section C. Authority Superseded

There are no previous redelegations of
authority.

The Chief Operations Officer may
revoke the authority authorized herein,
in whole or part, at any time.

Authority: Section 7(d), Department of

Housing and Urban Development Act (42
U.S.C. 3535(d)).
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Dated: June 22, 2011.
Estelle B. Richman,
Chief Operating Officer.
[FR Doc. 2011-16649 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4210-67-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Establishment of the 21st Century
Conservation Service Corps Advisory
Committee

AGENCY: Office of the Secretary, Interior.
ACTION: Notice and call for nominations.

SUMMARY: The Department of the
Interior is announcing the establishment
of the 21st Century Conservation
Service Corps Advisory Committee
(Committee). The purpose of the
Committee is to provide
recommendations to the Secretary of the
Interior on how to create a 21st Century
Conservation Service Corps (21CSC) to
engage young Americans in public lands
and water restoration. The 21CSC will
focus on helping young people,
including low-income, underserved,
and diverse youth, gain valuable
training and work experience while
accomplishing needed conservation
work on public lands.

The Department of the Interior is
seeking nominations for individuals to
be considered as Committee members.
Nominations should describe and
document the proposed member’s
qualifications for membership to the
Committee, and include a resume listing
their name, title, address, telephone, e-
mail, and fax number.

DATES: Written nominations must be
received by August 1, 2011.

ADDRESSES: Send nominations to:
Gabrielle Horner, Partnerships
Coordinator, Office of the Secretary,
Department of the Interior, 1849 C
Street, NW., Mailstop 3559, Washington
DC 20240;
Gabrielle_Horner@ios.doi.gov, (202)
208-5904.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Gabrielle Horner, Partnerships
Coordinator, Office of the Secretary,
Department of the Interior, 1849 C
Street, NW., Mailstop 3559, Washington
DC 20240;
Gabrielle_Horner@ios.doi.gov, (202)
208-5904.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
accordance with the provisions of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act
(FACA), as amended (5 U.S.C. App. 2)
and with the concurrence of the General
Services Administration, the
Department of the Interior is
announcing the establishment of an

advisory committee for the 21st Century
Conservation Service Corps. The
Committee is a discretionary advisory
committee established under the
authority of the Secretary of the Interior,
in furtherance of the Take Pride in
America Program, 16 U.S.C. 4601 et
seq., and Ken Salazar, Department of the
Interior, Thomas J. Vilsack, Department
of Agriculture, Lisa P. Jackson,
Environmental Protection Agency and
Nancy J. Sutley, Council on
Environmental Quality, America’s Great
Outdoors: A Promise to Future
Generations (2011). The Committee will
operate under the provisions of the
FACA and will report to the Secretary
of the Interior through the Director of
the Office of Youth in the Great
Outdoors, Office of the Secretary, as the
Designated Federal Officer (DFO). The
Office of Youth in the Great Outdoors
will provide administrative and
logistical support to the Committee.

The purpose of the Committee is to
provide recommendations on: (1)
Developing a framework for the 21CSC,
including program components,
structure, and implementation, as well
as accountability and performance
evaluation criteria to measure success;
(2) the development of certification
criteria for 21CSC providers and
individual certification of 21CSC
members; (3) strategies to overcome
existing barriers to successful 21CSC
program implementation; (4) identifying
partnership opportunities with
corporations, private businesses or
entities, foundations, and non-profit
groups, as well as state, local, and tribal
governments, to expand support for
conservation corps programs, career
training and youth employment
opportunities; (5) and developing
pathways for 21 CSC participants for
future conservation engagement and
natural resource careers.

Members of the Committee shall
include representatives from among, but
not limited to, the following interest
groups: Youth including High School,
College and Graduate Students; State,
Tribal, Local, or Private/Non-Profit
Youth Employment Programs and/or
Conservation Corps; Veteran
Employment and Training
Organizations; Philanthropic
Organizations, Corporations or Industry
Associations Investing in Youth Service
or Employment and/or Conservation
Programs; Groups Investing in
Connecting Diverse or Underserved
Youth to Conservation Service or
Employment Opportunities; Outdoor
Recreation Organizations &
Associations; National Conservation or
Environmental Groups; Hunting and
Fishing Groups; Cultural and Historic

Preservation Groups; Labor
Organizations or Trade Groups;
Colleges, Universities, and/or
Community Colleges; and the Federal
government including the Department
of the Interior; Department of
Agriculture; Environmental Protection
Agency; Department of Labor;
Department of Commerce; Department
of Health and Human Services; U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers; Office of
Personnel Management; Council on
Environmental Quality; and the
Corporation for National and
Community Service.

No individual who is currently
registered as a Federal lobbyist is
eligible to serve as a member of the
Committee.

The Committee will meet
approximately 4—6 times annually, and
at such times as designated by the DFO.

Members of the Committee will serve
without compensation.

Certification Statement: I hereby
certify that the establishment of the 21st
Century Conservation Service Corps
Advisory Committee is necessary, is in
the public interest and is established
under the authority of the Secretary of
the Interior, in furtherance of the Take
Pride in America Program, 16 U.S.C.
4601 et seq., and Ken Salazar,
Department of the Interior, Thomas J.
Vilsack, Department of Agriculture, Lisa
P. Jackson, Environmental Protection
Agency and Nancy J. Sutley, Council on
Environmental Quality, America’s Great
Outdoors: A Promise to Future
Generations (2011).

Dated: June 27, 2011.

Ken Salazar,

Secretary of the Interior.

[FR Doc. 201116584 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-10-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Ocean Energy Management,
Regulation and Enforcement

Environmental Documents Prepared
for Proposed Oil, Gas, and Mineral
Operations by the Gulf of Mexico Outer
Continental Shelf (OCS) Region

AGENCY: The Bureau of Ocean Energy
Management, Regulation and
Enforcement, Interior.

ACTION: Notice of the availability of
environmental documents prepared for
OCS mineral proposals by the Gulf of
Mexico OCS Region.

SUMMARY: The Bureau of Ocean Energy
Management, Regulation and
Enforcement (BOEMRE), in accordance
with Federal Regulations that
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implement the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA), announces the
availability of NEPA-related Site-
Specific Environmental Assessments
(SEA) and Findings of No Significant
Impact (FONSI), prepared by BOEMRE
for the following oil-, gas-, and mineral-
related activities proposed on the Gulf
of Mexico.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Public Information Unit, Information
Services Section at the number below.

Elmwood Park Boulevard, Room 250,
New Orleans, Louisiana 70123-2394, or
by calling 1-800-200—-GULF-.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: BOEMRE
prepares SEAs and FONSIs for
proposals that relate to exploration,
development, production, and transport
of oil, gas, and mineral resources on the
Federal OCS. These SEAs examine the
potential environmental effects of
activities described in the proposals and
present BOEMRE conclusions regarding

major Federal action that significantly
affects the quality of the human
environment in accordance with NEPA
Section 102(2)(C). A FONSI is prepared
in those instances where BOEMRE finds
that approval will not result in
significant effects on the quality of the
human environment. The FONSI briefly
presents the basis for that finding and
includes a summary or copy of the SEA.

This notice constitutes the public

Bureau of Ocean Energy Management,
Regulation and Enforcement, Gulf of
Mexico OCS Region, Attention: Public
Information Office (MS 5034), 1201

the significance of those effects.
Environmental Assessments are used as
a basis for determining whether or not
approval of the proposals constitutes a

Regulations.

notice of availability of environmental
documents required under the NEPA

Activity/operator Location Date

Hunt Oil Company, Structure Removal, SEA ES/SR | East Cameron, Block 75, Lease OCS—-G 25939, located 20 miles from 1/17/2011
11-001. the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Dynamic Offshore Resources, LLC, Structure Re- | Eugene Island, Block 097, Lease OCS-G 17964, located 35 miles from 1/17/2011
moval, SEA ES/SR 11-003, 11-004 & 11-005. the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

ATP Oil & Gas Corporation, Structure Removal, SEA | Matagorda Island, Block 709, Lease OCS-G 13295, located 27 miles 1/17/2011
ES/SR 10-188. from the nearest Texas shoreline.

ATP Oil & Gas Corporation, Structure Removal, SEA | Mobile, Block 959, Lease OCS-G 05759, located 12 miles from the 1/17/2011
ES/SR 11-002. nearest Alabama shoreline.

Nippon Oil Exploration U.S.A. Limited, Structure Re- | South Marsh Island, Block 243, Lease OCS-G 04270, located 15 miles 1/17/2011
moval, SEA ES/SR 11-008, 11-009 & 11-010. from the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Energy Resource Technology GOM, Inc., Structure | Vermilion, Block 61, Lease OCS-G 22607, located 17 miles from the 1/17/2011
Removal, SEA ES/SR 11-006. nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Nexen Petroleum U.S.A. Inc., Structure Removal, | Vermilion, Block 65, Lease OCS—-G 03327, located 18 miles from the 1/17/2011
SEA ES/SR 10-195, 10—196, 10-197 & 10-198. nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Nexen Petroleum U.S.A. Inc., Structure Removal, | Vermilion, Block 66, Lease OCS-04787, located 17 miles from the 1/17/2011
SEA ES/SR 10-199. nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Nexen Petroleum U.S.A. Inc., Structure Removal, | Vermilion, Block 66, Lease OCS—-G 04787, located 18 miles from the 1/17/2011
SEA ES/SR 10-200. nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Chevron U.S.A. Inc., Structure Removal, SEA ES/SR | West Cameron, Block 48, Lease OCS-G 01351, located 4 miles from 1/17/2011
11-011 & 11-012. the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Pisces Energy LLC, Structure Removal, SEA ES/SR | High Island, Block A-523, Lease OCS-G 11390, located 91 miles from 1/20/2011
11-015. the nearest Texas shoreline.

Shell Offshore Inc., Geological & Geophysical Survey, | Located in the Central Planning Area of the Gulf of Mexico ................... 1/20/2011
SEA L10-049.

Mariner Energy Inc, Exploration Plan, SEA R-5062 ... | Located in the Central Planning Area of the Gulf of Mexico ................... 1/20/2011

Tesla Offshore, LLC, Geological & Geophysical Sur- | Located in the Central Planning Area of the Gulf of Mexico 1/20/2011
vey, SEA L10-042.

Dynamic Global Advisors Inc., Geological & Geo- | Located in the Eastern Planning area of the Gulf of Mexico .................. 1/25/2011
physical Survey, SEA M10-008.

Coastal Technology Corporation, Geological & Geo- | Located on the Atlantic Outer Continental Shelf .............cccoooiiiiininnnn. 2/1/2011
physical Survey, SEA E10-002, E10-003 & E10-
004.

Chevron U.S.A. Inc., Well Conductor Removal, SEA | South Marsh Island, Block 217, Lease OCS 00310, located 12 miles 2/2/2011
APM SM217-226. from the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Spectrum Geo, Inc., Geological & Geophysical Sur- | Located in the Eastern, Central and Western Planning Areas of the 2/2/2011
vey, SEA M10-001, M10-002 & M10-003. Gulf of Mexico.

Energy Resource Technology GOM, Inc., Structure | Matagorda Island, Block 604, Lease OCS-G 06037, located 17 miles 2/3/2011
Removal, SEA ES/SR 11-024 & 11-025. from the nearest Texas shoreline.

Energy Resource Technology GOM, Inc., Structure | West Cameron, Block 398, Lease OCS-G 22548, located 78 miles 2/3/2011
Removal, SEA ES/SR 11-019. from the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Energy Resource Technology GOM, Inc., Structure | West Cameron, Block 417, Lease OCS-G 22550, located 75 miles 2/3/2011
Removal, SEA ES/SR 11-020. from the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Energy Resource Technology GOM, Inc., Structure | Brazos, Block 453, Lease OCS-G 04713, located 15 miles from the 2/4/2011
Removal, SEA ES/SR 11-023. nearest Texas shoreline.

Mariner Energy, Inc., Structure Removal, SEA ES/SR | Matagorda Island, Block 565, Lease OCS-G 18885, located 13 miles 2/8/2011
11-031. from the nearest Texas shoreline.

Fugro Multi Client Services, Inc., Geological & Geo- | Located in the Eastern Planning Area of the Gulf of Mexico .................. 2/16/2011
physical Survey, SEA M10-005.

EMGS Americas Inc., Geological & Geophysical Sur- | Located in the Western Planning Area of GOM south of Texas, within 2/16/2011
vey, SEA T10-006. the Alaminos Canyon Area.

Energy Resource Technology GOM, Inc., Structure | Matagorda Island, Block 604, Lease OCS-G 06037, located 17 miles 2/24/2011
Removal, SEA ES/SR 11-007. from the nearest Texas shoreline.

Apache Corporation, Structure Removal, SEA ES/SR | Matagorda Island, Block 696, Lease OCS-G 04704, located 14 miles 2/24/2011
11-036. from the nearest Texas shoreline.
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Energy Resource Technology GOM, Inc., Structure | West Cameron, Block 416, Lease OCS-G 23770, located 41 miles 2/24/2011
Removal, SEA ES/SR 11-021. from the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Apache Corporation, Structure Removal, SEA ES/SR | Eugene Island, Block 175, Lease OCS 00438, located 43 miles from 2/25/2011
11-041. the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Apache Corporation, Structure Removal, SEA ES/SR | Eugene Island, Block 224, Lease OCS-G 05504, located 67 miles from 2/25/2011
11-042. the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Millennium Offshore Group, Inc., Structure Removal, | High Island, Block 53, Lease OCS-G 20658, located 20 miles from the 2/25/2011
SEA ES/SR 11-038. nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Unocal Pipeline Company, Structure Removal, SEA | Ship Shoal, Block 208, Right-of-Way (ROW)-G 01691, located 34 2/25/2011
ES/SR 11-035. miles from the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Nippon Oil Exploration U.S.A. Limited, Structure Re- | South Timbalier, Block 186, Lease OCS-G 15323, located 35 miles 2/25/2011
moval, SEA ES/SR 11-018. from the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Energy Resource Technology GOM, Inc., Structure | Brazos, Block 436, Lease OCS-G 04258, located 14 miles from the 3/1/2011
Removal, SEA ES/SR 11-022. nearest Texas shoreline.

Apache Corporation, Structure Removal, SEA ES/SR | Mustang Island, Block 762, Lease OCS-G 03021, located 33 miles 3/1/2011
11-037. from the nearest Texas shoreline.

Fairways Offshore Exploration, Inc., Structure Re- | Chandeleur, Block 29, Lease OCS-G 05740, located 13 miles from the 3/2/2011
moval, SEA ES/SR 11-029 & 11-030. nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Chevron U.S.A. Inc., Structure Removal, SEA ES/SR | South Marsh Island, Block 217, Lease 00310, located 15 miles from 3/2/2011
11-028. the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Maritech Resources, Inc., Structure Removal, SEA | Eugene Island, Block 116, Lease OCS 00478, located 30 miles from 3/3/2011
ES/SR 11-057. the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Maritech Resources, Inc., Structure Removal, SEA | Eugene Island, Block 129, Lease OCS—-G 30029, located 38 miles from 3/3/2011
ES/SR 11-055 & 11-056. the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Apache Corporation, Structure Removal, SEA ES/SR | Eugene Island, Block 158, Lease OCS—-G 01220, located 40 miles from 3/3/2011
11-043. the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Mariner Energy, Inc., Structure Removal, SEA ES/SR | High Island, Block A 415, Lease OCS-G 15793, located 70 miles from 3/3/2011
11-044. the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Apache Corporation, Structure Removal, SEA ES/SR | South Marsh Island, Block 71, Lease OCS—-G 11911, located 72 miles 3/3/2011
11-045. from the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Energy Partners, Ltd., Structure Removal, SEA ES/ | West Cameron, Block 252, Lease OCS-G 27793, located 51 miles 3/3/2011
SR 11-048 & 11-049. from the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Maritech Resources, Inc., Structure Removal, SEA | Eugene Island, Block 129, Lease OCS—G 30029, located 38 miles from 3/4/2011
ES/SR 11-052. the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Maritech Resources, Inc., Structure Removal, SEA | Eugene Island, Block 129, Lease OCS-G 30029, located 38 miles from 3/4/2011
ES/SR 11-053 & 11-054. the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Century Exploration New Orleans, Inc., Structure Re- | West Cameron, Block 369, Lease OCS-G 22544, located 63 miles 3/4/2011
moval, SEA ES/SR 11-046. from the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Stone Energy Corporation, Structure Removal, SEA | Eugene Island, Block 243, Lease OCS-G 02899, located 48 miles from 3/7/2011
ES/SR 11-051. the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Rosetta Resources Offshore, LLC, Structure Re- | East Cameron, Block 89, Lease OCS—G 00935, located 23 miles from 3/9/2011
moval, SEA ES/SR 11-066. the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Energy Resource Technology GOM, Inc., Structure | Vermilion, Block 100, Lease OCS-G 22616, located 20 miles from the 3/9/2011
Removal, SEA ES/SR 11-027. nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Bandon Oil and Gas, LP, Structure Removal, SEA | High Island, Block A-517, Lease OCS—G 03481, located 88 miles from 3/10/2011
ES/SR 11-032 & 11-033. the nearest Texas shoreline.

Rosetta Resources Offshore, LLC, Structure Re- | East Cameron, Block 89, Lease OCS—G 00935, located 23 miles from 3/11/2011
moval, SEA ES/SR 11-063, 11-064 & 11-065. the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Rosetta Resources Offshore, LLC, Structure Re- | East Cameron, Block 88, Lease OCS—-G 14357, located 24 miles from 3/16/2011
moval, SEA ES/SR 11-061 & 11-062. the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Apache Corporation, Structure Removal, SEA ES/SR | North Padre Island, Block 892, Lease RUE OCS-G 22003, located 31 3/18/2011
11-071. miles from the nearest Texas shoreline.

Shell Offshore Inc., Exploration Plan, SEA S—7445 .... | Located in the Central Planning Area of the Gulf of Mexico ................... 3/21/2011

Rosetta Resources Offshore, LLC, Structure Re- | South Pelto, Block 17, Lease OCS-G 14533, located 18 miles from the 3/24/2011
moval, SEA ES/SR 11-060. nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Sojitz Energy Venture, Inc., Structure Removal, SEA | Vermilion, Block 70, Lease OCS-G 22609, located 15 miles from the 3/24/2011
ES/SR 11-077. nearest Louisiana shoreline.

WesternGeco, Geological & Geophysical Survey, SEA | Located in the Central Planning Area of the Gulf of Mexico ...........c....... 3/24/2011
L10-045.

WesternGeco, Geological & Geophysical Survey, SEA | Located in the Central Planning Area of the Gulf of Mexico ................... 3/25/2011
L11-006.

XTO Offshore Inc., Structure Removal, SEA ES/SR | Brazos, Block 415, Lease OCS-G 23162, located 25 miles from the 3/28/2011
06-69A & 06-070A. nearest Texas shoreline.

Seneca Resources Corporation, Structure Removal, | Eugene Island, Block 271, Lease OCS-G 15257, located 78 miles from 3/28/2011
SEA ES/SR 11-067. the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Noble Energy, Inc., Structure Removal, SEA ES/SR | Brazos, Block A52, Lease OCS-G 6085, located 51 miles from the 3/29/2011
11-069 & 11-070. nearest Texas shoreline.

Chevron U.S.A. Inc., Structure Removal, SEA ES/SR | Grand Isle, Block 37, Lease OCS-G 00392, located 7 miles from the 3/29/2011
11-080. nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Nippon Oil Exploration U.S.A. Limited, Structure Re- | South Marsh Island, Block 244, Lease OCS-G 02596, located 15 miles 3/29/2011
moval, SEA ES/SR 11-017. from the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

McMoRan Oil & Gas LLC, Structure Removal, SEA | Eugene Island, Block 202, Lease OCS-G 04599, located 54 miles from 3/30/2011

ES/SR 11-073 & 11-074.

the nearest Louisiana shoreline.
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XTO Offshore Inc., Structure Removal, SEA ES/SR | Matagorda Island, Block 631, Lease OCS—-G 14792, located 18 miles 3/30/2011
11-072. from the nearest Texas shoreline.

Apache Corporation, Structure Removal, SEA ES/SR | Eugene Island, Block 128, Lease OCS 00053, located 30 miles from 3/31/2011
11-081 & 95-070A. the nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Chevron U.S.A. Inc., Structure Removal, SEA ES/SR | Grand lIsle, Block 037, Lease OCS 00392, located 7 miles from the 3/31/2011
11-078 & 11-079. nearest Louisiana shoreline.

Persons interested in reviewing
environmental documents for the
proposals listed above or obtaining
information about SEAs and FONSIs
prepared by the Gulf of Mexico OCS
Region are encouraged to contact
BOEMRE at the address or telephone
listed in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section.

Dated: May 31, 2011
Lars Herbst,
Regional Director, Gulf of Mexico OCS Region.
[FR Doc. 2011-16560 Filed 6—-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-MR-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Ocean Energy Management,
Regulation and Enforcement

Gulf of Mexico (GOM), Outer
Continental Shelf (OCS), Central
Planning Area (CPA), Oil and Gas
Lease Sale for the 2007-2012 5-Year
OCS Program

AGENCY: Bureau of Ocean Energy
Management, Regulation and
Enforcement (BOEMRE), Interior.
ACTION: Notice of Availability (NOA) of
a Draft Supplemental Environmental
Impact Statement (SEIS) and Public
Meetings.

Authority: This NOA is published
pursuant to the regulations (40 CFR 1503)
implementing the provisions of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, as
amended (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq. (1988)).

SUMMARY: BOEMRE has prepared a Draft
SEIS on an oil and gas lease sale
tentatively scheduled in mid-2012 for
CPA consolidated Lease Sale 216/222,
which is the final CPA lease sale in the
2007-2012 5-Year OCS Program. The
proposed sale is in the Gulf of Mexico’s
CPA off the States of Louisiana,
Mississippi, and Alabama. This Draft
SEIS updates the environmental and
socioeconomic analyses for the CPA
Lease Sale 216/222, originally evaluated
in the Gulf of Mexico OCS Oil and Gas
Lease Sales: 2007-2012; WPA Sales 204,
207, 210, 215, and 218; Central Planning
Area (CPA) Sales 205, 206, 208, 213,
216, and 222, Final EIS (OCS EIS/EA
MMS 2007—-018) (Multisale EIS),
completed in April 2007. This Draft

SEIS also updates the environmental
and socioeconomic analyses for the CPA
Lease Sale 216/222 in the GOM OCS 0Oil
and Gas Lease Sales: 2009-2012; CPA
Sales 208, 213, 216, and 222; WPA Sales
210, 215, and 218; Final Supplemental
EIS (OCS EIS/EA MMS 2008-041)
(2009-2012 SEIS), completed in
September 2008.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: BOEMRE
developed the Draft SEIS for CPA Lease
Sale 216/222 to consider new
information made available since
completion of the Multisale EIS and
2009-2012 SEIS, including information
concerning the Deepwater Horizon
event and spill and new regulatory
requirements. This Draft SEIS provides
updates on the baseline conditions and
potential environmental effects of oil
and natural gas leasing, exploration,
development, and production in the
CPA. BOEMRE conducted an extensive
search for new information from
scientific journals; interviews with
personnel from academic institutions;
Federal, State, and local agencies; and
various other sources. BOEMRE has
reexamined potential impacts of routine
activities and accidental events,
including a possible large-scale event,
associated with the proposed CPA lease
sale. BOEMRE has also re-analyzed the
proposed lease sale’s incremental
contribution to the cumulative impacts
on environmental and socioeconomic
resources. Like the Multisale EIS and
the 2009-2012 SEIS, the oil and gas
resource estimates and scenario
information for this Draft SEIS are
presented as a range that would
encompass the resources and activities
estimated for this proposed lease sale.

Draft Supplemental EIS Availability

To obtain a single printed or CD-ROM
copy of the Draft SEIS for CPA Lease
Sale 216/222, you may contact
BOEMRE, Gulf of Mexico OCS Region,
Public Information Office (MS 5034),
1201 Elmwood Park Boulevard, Room
114, New Orleans, Louisiana 70123—
2394 (1-800—-200—-GULF). An electronic
copy of the Draft SEIS (as well as links
to the Multisale EIS and the 2009-2012
SEIS) is available at BOEMRE’s Internet
Web site at http://
www.gomr.boemre.gov/homepg/
regulate/environ/nepa/

nepaprocess.html. The CD-ROM
version of the Draft SEIS also contains
copies of the Multisale EIS and the
2009-2012 SEIS. Several libraries along
the Gulf Coast have been sent copies of
the Draft SEIS. To find out which
libraries and their locations have copies
of the Draft SEIS for review, you may
contact BOEMRE’s Public Information
Office or visit BOEMRE’s Internet Web
site at http://www.gomr.boemre.gov/
homepg/regulate/environ/libraries.html.

Comments

Federal, State, and local government
agencies and other interested parties are
requested to send their written
comments on the Draft SEIS in one of
the following two ways:

1. In written form enclosed in an
envelope labeled “Comments on the
CPA Lease Sale 216/222 Draft
Supplemental EIS”” and mailed (or hand
carried) to the Regional Supervisor,
Leasing and Environment (MS 5410),
Bureau of Ocean Energy Management,
Regulation and Enforcement, Gulf of
Mexico OCS Region, 1201 Elmwood
Park Boulevard, New Orleans, Louisiana
70123-2394.

2. Electronically to the BOEMRE e-
mail address:

CPASupplemental EIS@boemre.gov.
Comments should be submitted no later
than 45 days from the publication of
this NOA.

Public Meetings

BOEMRE will hold public meetings to
obtain additional comments and
information regarding the Draft SEIS.
These meetings are scheduled as
follows:

e August 2, 2011—Bureau of Ocean
Energy Management, Regulation and
Enforcement, 1201 Elmwood Park
Boulevard, New Orleans, Louisiana
70123, beginning at 1 p.m. C.D.T.;

e August 9, 2011—Houston Airport
Marriott at George Bush
Intercontinental, 18700 John F. Kennedy
Boulevard, Houston, Texas 77032,
beginning at 1 p.m. C.D.T.; and

e August 11, 2011—Renaissance
Mobile Riverview Plaza Hotel, 64 South
Water Street, Mobile, Alabama 36602,
beginning at 1 p.m. C.D.T, and a second
meeting beginning at 6 p.m. C.D.T.



Federal Register/Vol. 76, No. 127 /Friday, July 1,

2011/ Notices 38677

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
more information on the Draft SEIS or
the public meetings, you may contact
Mr. Gary D. Goeke, Bureau of Ocean
Energy Management, Regulation and
Enforcement, Gulf of Mexico OCS
Region, 1201 Elmwood Park Boulevard
(MS 5412), New Orleans, Louisiana
70123-2394, or by e-mail at
CPASupplemental EIS@boemre.gov. You
may also contact Mr. Goeke by
telephone at (504) 736-3233.

Dated: June 6, 2011.
Robert P. LaBelle,

Acting Associate Director for Offshore Energy
and Minerals Management.

[FR Doc. 2011-16565 Filed 6-30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-MR-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Fish and Wildlife Service

[FWS-R9-FHC-2011-N137; 94300~1122—
0000-22]

Wind Turbine Guidelines Advisory
Committee; Announcement of Public
Meeting and Webcast

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of public meeting and
webcast.

SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (Service), will host a
Wind Turbine Guidelines Advisory
Committee (Committee) meeting in-
person and via webcast. The meeting
and webcast are open to the public. The
meeting agenda will include a
presentation and discussion of the
Service’s Draft Land-Based Wind Energy
Guidelines.

DATES: The meeting and webcast will
take place over 2 days: On July 20, from
8:30 a.m. to 5 p.m., and on July 21, from
8:30 a.m. to 12 p.m. Eastern Time. If you
are a member of the public wishing to
attend in person or participate via
webcast, you must register online no
later than July 13, 2011 (see “Meeting
Participation Information” under
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION).
ADDRESSES: Meeting Location: Holiday
Inn Ballston, 4610 N Fairfax Drive,
Arlington, VA 22203. (See ‘“Meeting
Location Information” under
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION).
Instructions for webcast participants
will be given upon registration.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Rachel London, Division of Habitat and
Resource Conservation, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, U.S. Department of the
Interior, (703) 358—2161.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On March 13, 2007, the Department of
the Interior published a notice of
establishment of the Committee in the
Federal Register (72 FR 11373). The
Committee’s purpose is to provide
advice and recommendations to the
Secretary of the Interior (Secretary) on
developing effective measures to avoid
or minimize impacts to wildlife and
their habitats related to land-based wind
energy facilities. All Committee
members serve without compensation.
In accordance with the Federal
Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C.
App.), a copy of the Committee’s charter
is filed with the Committee
Management Secretariat, General
Services Administration; Committee on
Environment and Public Works, U.S.
Senate; Committee on Natural
Resources, U.S. House of
Representatives; and the Library of
Congress. The Secretary appointed 22
individuals to the Committee on
October 24, 2007, representing the
varied interests associated with wind
energy development and its potential
impacts to wildlife species and their
habitats. The Committee provided its
recommendations to the Secretary on
March 4, 2010.

Draft Land-Based Wind Energy
Guidelines

The Draft Land-Based Wind Energy
Guidelines were made available for
public comment on February 18, 2011,
with a comment-period ending date of
May 19, 2011 (76 FR 9590). The purpose
of the Guidelines, once finalized, will be
to provide recommendations on
measures to avoid, minimize, and
compensate for effects to fish, wildlife,
and their habitats.

Meeting Location Information

Please note that the meeting location
is accessible to wheelchair users. If you
require additional accommodations,
please notify us at least 1 week in
advance of the meeting.

Meeting Participation Information

All Committee meetings are open to
the public. The public has an
opportunity to comment at all
Committee meetings.

We require that all persons planning
to attend in person or participate via
webcast register at http://www.fws.gov/
windenergy no later than July 13, 2011.
We will give preference to registrants
based on date and time of registration.
Limited standing room at the meeting
may be available if all seats are filled.

Date: June 27, 2011.
Rachel London,

Alternate Designated Federal Officer, Wind
Turbine Guidelines Advisory Committee.

[FR Doc. 2011-16527 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-55-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Indian Affairs

Draft Environmental Impact Statement
for the Proposed Los Coyotes Band of
Cahuilla and Cupeno Indians’ 23-Acre
Fee-to-Trust Transfer and Casino-Hotel
Project, City of Barstow, San
Bernardino County, CA

AGENCY: Bureau of Indian Affairs,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of Availability.

SUMMARY: The Bureau of Indian Affairs
(BIA) as lead agency, with the Los
Coyotes Band of Cahuilla and Cupefio
Indians, National Indian Gaming
Commission (NIGC), U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency
(USEPA), and the City of Barstow as
cooperating agencies, intends to file a
Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS) with the USEPA for the Los
Coyotes Band of Cahuilla and Cupeiio
Indians Fee-to-Trust and Casino-Hotel
Project proposed to be located within
the City of Barstow, San Bernardino
County, California. This notice also
announces that the DEIS is now
available for public review and the date,
time, and location of a public hearing to
receive comments on the DEIS.

DATES: The DEIS will be available for
public comment on July 1, 2011.
Written comments on the DEIS must
arrive by September 14, 2011. The
public hearing will be held on July 27,
2011, starting at 6 p.m. and will run
until the last public comment is
received.

ADDRESSES: The public hearing will be
held at the Barstow Community College
Gymnasium, 2700 Barstow Road,
Barstow, California.

You may mail or hand-deliver
comments to Amy Dutschke, Regional
Director, Pacific Regional Office, Bureau
of Indian Affairs, 2800 Cottage Way,
Sacramento, California 95825. See the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section of
this notice for locations where the DEIS
is available for review and for directions
on submitting comments.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: John
Rydzik, Bureau of Indian Affairs, Pacific
Regional Office, 2800 Cottage Way,
Sacramento, California 95825,
Telephone: (916) 978—6051.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Public
review of the DEIS is part of the
administrative process for the
evaluation of tribal applications seeking
to have the United States take land into
trust for gaming pursuant under 25
U.S.C. 465, 25 CFR part 151, 29 CFR
part 292, and 25 U.S.C. 2719(b)(1)(B).
Pursuant to Council on Environmental
Quality (CEQ) National Environmental
Policy Act (NEP A) regulations (40 CFR
1506.10), the publication of this Notice
of Availability in the Federal Register
initiates the 75-day public comment
period and thereby grants a 30-day
extension to the normal 45-day public
comment period.

Background

The Los Coyotes Band of Cahuilla and
Cupeno Indians (Tribe) has requested
that the BIA take into trust 23 acres of
land currently held in fee by the Tribe,
on which the Tribe proposes to
construct a gaming facility, hotel,
parking areas and other facilities. The
approximately 23.1-acre project site is
located within the incorporated
boundaries of the City of Barstow, San
Bernardino County, California, just east
of Interstate 15. The parcels are located
within Section 27, Township 9N, Range
2W, San Bernardino Base Meridian

(SBM), as depicted on the Barstow, U.S.
Geological Survey (USGS) topographic

quadrangle. The project site consists of
the following assessor’s parcel numbers
(APNs): 428—-171-66, 428-171-67, and

428-171-68.

The proposed project includes the
development of a casino with
approximately 57,070 square feet of
gaming floor. Associated facilities
would include food and beverage
services, retail space, banquet/meeting
space, and administration space. Food
and beverage facilities would include
two full service restaurants, a drive-in
restaurant, a buffet, a coffee shop, three
service bars, and a lounge. The hotel
tower would have approximately 100
rooms and a full-service restaurant. Both
the gaming facility and the hotel would
be open 24 hours a day, seven days a
week. A total of 1,405 parking spaces
would be provided.

The following alternatives are
considered throughout the DEIS: (A)
Barstow casino and hotel complex
project, (B) Barstow Reduced Casino
Hotel Complex (Proposed Project
described above), (C) a reduced-
intensity casino at a 19-acre site within
the Los Coyotes Reservation, (D) a non-
gaming alternative, specifically the

development of a campground facility
within the Los Coyotes, and (E) a no-
action alternative. Environmental issues
addressed in the DEIS include land
resources, water resources, air quality,
biological resources, cultural resources,
socioeconomic conditions,
environmental justice, transportation,
land use, agriculture, public services,
noise, hazardous materials, visual
resources, cumulative effects, indirect
effects, growth inducing effects and
mitigation measures.

The BIA serves as the Lead Agency for
compliance with NEPA (42 U.S.C. 4321
et seq.), with the NIGC, the USEPA, City
of Barstow, and the Tribe serving as
Cooperating Agencies. A public scoping
meeting for the EIS was held by the BIA
on May 4, 2006, at the Barstow
Community College Gymnasium in
Barstow, California.

Directions for Submitting Comments:
Please include your name, return
address, and the caption, “DEIS
Comments, Los Coyotes Band of
Cahuilla and Cupeno Indians Fee-to-
Trust and Casino-Hotel Project,” on the
first page of your written comments.

Locations Where the DEIS Is Available
for Review: The DEIS will be available
for review at the following locations:

Location

Address

General
Information,
phone number

San Bernardino County

Public Library—Barstow, Barstow Branch ..........
San Diego County Public Library—Borrego Springs

304 East Buena Vista, Barstow, California 92311

587 Palm Canyon, #125, Borrego Springs, California 92004

(760) 256-4850.

(760) 767-5761.

The DEIS is also available on the
following Web site: http://
www.loscoyoteseis.com.

To obtain a compact disk copy of the
DEIS, please provide your name and
address in writing or by voice-mail to
John Rydzik, Chief of the Division of
Environmental, Cultural Resources
Management and Safety listed in the
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT
section of this notice. Note however,
individual paper copies of the DEIS will
be provided upon payment of applicable
printing expenses by the requestor for
the number of copies requested.

Public Comment Availability:
Comments, including names and
addresses of respondents, will be
available for public review at the BIA
mailing address shown in the
ADDRESSES section of this notice, during
regular business hours, 8 a.m. to 4:30
p.m., Monday through Friday, except
holidays. Before including your address,
telephone number, e-mail address, or
other personal identifying information

in your comment, you should be aware
that your entire comment—including
your personal identifying information—
may be made publicly available at any
time. While you can ask us in your
comment to withhold your personal
identifying information from public
review, we cannot guarantee that we
will be able to do so.

Authority: This notice is published
pursuant to Sec. 1503.1 of the Council of
Environmental Quality Regulations (40 CFR
parts 1500 through 1508) and Sec. 46.305 of
the Department of Interior Regulations (43
CFR part 46), implementing the procedural
requirements of the NEPA of 1969, as
amended (42 U.S.C. 4371, et seq.), and is in
the exercise of authority delegated to the
Assistant Secretary—Indian Affairs by 209
DM 8.

Dated: June 15, 2011.
Jodi Gillette,
Deputy Assistant Secretary, Indian Affairs.
[FR Doc. 2011-16364 Filed 6—30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-W7-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

[AA-12418, AA-12419; LLAK965000—
L14100000-KC0000-P]

Alaska Native Claims Selection

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of Decision Approving
Lands for Conveyance.

SUMMARY: As required by 43 CFR
2650.7(d), notice is hereby given that
the Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
will issue an appealable decision to
Bristol Bay Native Corporation. The
decision approves conveyance of the
surface and subsurface estates in the
lands described below pursuant to the
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act.
The lands are in the vicinity of Port
Heiden, Alaska, and are located in:

Seward Meridian, Alaska
T.40S.,R.57 W,
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Secs. 18 to 21, inclusive;

Secs. 25 to 30, inclusive.

Containing approximately 6,389 acres.
T.40S.,R. 58 W,,

Secs. 2 to 18, inclusive;

Secs. 20 to 24, inclusive.

Containing approximately 12,855 acres.

Aggregating approximately 19,244 acres.

Notice of the decision will also be
published four times in the Bristol Bay
Times.

DATES: Any party claiming a property
interest in the lands affected by the
decision may appeal the decision within
the following time limits:

1. Unknown parties, parties unable to
be located after reasonable efforts have
been expended to locate, parties who
fail or refuse to sign their return receipt,
and parties who receive a copy of the
decision by regular mail which is not
certified, return receipt requested, shall
have until August 1, 2011 to file an
appeal.

2. Parties receiving service of the
decision by certified mail shall have 30
days from the date of receipt to file an
appeal.

3. Notices of appeal transmitted by
electronic means, such as facsimile or e-
mail, will not be accepted as timely

filed.

Parties who do not file an appeal in
accordance with the requirements of 43
CFR part 4, subpart E, shall be deemed
to have waived their rights.

ADDRESSES: A copy of the decision may
be obtained from:

Bureau of Land Management, Alaska
State Office, 222 West Seventh
Avenue, #13, Anchorage, Alaska
99513-7504.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: The
BLM by phone at 907-271-5960 or by
e-mail at ak.blm.conveyance@blm.gov.
Persons who use a Telecommunications
Device for the Deaf (TDD) may call the
Federal Information Relay Service
(FIRS) at 1-800—-877—8339 to contact the
BLM during normal business hours. In
addition, the FIRS is available 24 hours
a day, 7 days a week, to leave a message
or question with the BLM. The BLM
will reply during normal business
hours.

Steve Grimes,

Realty Specialist, Land Transfer Adjudication
II Branch.

[FR Doc. 2011-16653 Filed 6-30—11; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 4310-JA-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Forest Service

Notice of Call for Nominations for
Appointment of Primary and Alternate
Representatives, Santa Rosa and San
Jacinto Mountains National Monument
Advisory Committee; California

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior; and U.S. Forest Service,
Agriculture.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice constitutes an
open call to the public to submit
nomination applications for positions
on the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto
Mountains National Monument
Advisory Committee.

DATES: Nomination applications must be
submitted to the address listed below no
later than September 29, 2011.

ADDRESSES: Santa Rosa and San Jacinto
Mountains National Monument Office,
Attn: National Monument Manager,
Advisory Committee Nomination
Application, 1201 Bird Center Drive,
Palm Springs, California 92262.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jim
Foote, National Monument Manager,
Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains
National Monument, telephone (760)
833-7136; e-mail jfoote@ca.blm.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Please
submit nomination applications for the
following positions on the Santa Rosa
and San Jacinto Mountains National
Monument Advisory Committee.

Primary Representatives

¢ Representative of the City of Palm
Desert.

o Representative of the City of
Rancho Mirage.

¢ Representative of the Agua Caliente
Band of Cahuilla Indians.

¢ Representative of the Pinyon
Community Council.

* Representative with expertise in
natural science and research selected
from a regional college or university.

Alternate Representatives

o Alternate representative of the City
of Palm Desert.

o Alternate representative of the City
of Rancho Mirage.

o Alternate representative of the Agua
Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians.

e Alternate representative of the
Pinyon Community Council.

e Alternate representative with
expertise in natural science and

research selected from a regional college
or university.

In accordance with the Santa Rosa
and San Jacinto Mountains National
Monument Act of 2000 (Pub. L. 106—
351), the Secretary of the Interior and
the Secretary of Agriculture (Secretaries)
jointly established an advisory
committee for the Santa Rosa and San
Jacinto Mountains National Monument
under the provisions of the Federal
Advisory Committee Act. The purpose
of the National Monument Advisory
Committee (MAC) is to advise the
Secretaries with respect to preparation
and implementation of the National
Monument Management Plan.

The MAC holds public meetings at
least once per year. The Designated
Federal Official, or his/her designee,
may convene additional meetings as
necessary. All MAC members are
volunteers serving without pay, but will
be reimbursed for travel and per diem
expenses at the current rates for
government employees in accordance
with 5 U.S.C. 5703, when appropriate.
Members of the MAC may be
reappointed upon expiration of the
member’s current term.

All applicants must be citizens of the
United States. Members are appointed
by the Secretary of the Interior with
concurrence by the Secretary of
Agriculture. Applicants must be
qualified through education, training,
knowledge, or experience to give
informed advice regarding an industry,
discipline, or interest to be represented.
The Obama Administration prohibits
individuals who are currently federally
registered lobbyists to serve on all
FACA and non-FACA boards,
committees, or councils.

There is no limit to the number of
nomination applications which may be
submitted for each open position. Any
individual may nominate himself or
herself for appointment. Completed
nomination applications must include
letters of reference and/or
recommendations from the represented
interests or organizations, and any other
information explaining the nominee’s
qualifications (e.g., resume, curriculum
vitae).

Nomination application packages are
available at the Santa Rosa and San
Jacinto Mountains National Monument
Office, 1201 Bird Center Drive, Palm
Springs, California; through the Santa
Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains
National Monument Web site at http://
www.blm.gov/ca/st/en/info/rac/
srsjmac.html; via telephone request at
(760) 833-7100; by written request from
the Santa Rosa and San Jacinto
Mountains National Monument
Manager at the following address: Santa
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Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains
National Monument Office, Attn:
National Monument Manager, Advisory
Committee Nomination Application
Request, 1201 Bird Center Drive, Palm
Springs, California 92262; or through an
e-mail request at jfoote@ca.blm.gov.

Each application package must
include forms from the Department of
the Interior and Department of
Agriculture. All submitted nomination
applications become the property of the
Department of the Interior, Bureau of
Land Management, Santa Rosa and San
Jacinto Mountains National Monument,
and will not be returned. Nomination
applications are good only for the
current open public call for
nominations.

John R. Kalish,

Field Manager, Palm Springs-South Coast
Field Office, California Desert District, Bureau
of Land Management.

Laurie Rosenthal,

District Ranger, San Jacinto Ranger District,
San Bernardino National Forest, Forest
Service.

[FR Doc. 2011-16520 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-11-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

[LLC0921000-L13200000-EL0000, COC—
74817]

Notice of Invitation—Coal Exploration
License Application COC-74817

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: Members of the public are
hereby invited to participate with Blue
Mountain Energy, Inc. on a pro rata
cost-sharing basis in a program for the
exploration of coal deposits owned by
the United States of America in lands
located in Moffat and Rio Blanco
Counties, Colorado.

DATES: Any party electing to participate
in this exploration program must send
written notice to both the Bureau of
Land Management (BLM) and Blue
Mountain Energy, Inc., as provided in
the ADDRESSES section below no later
than August 1, 2011 or 10 calendar days
after the last publication of this Notice
in the Rangely Times newspaper,
whichever is later. This Notice will be
published once a week for 2 consecutive
weeks in the Rangely Times, Rangely
Colorado. Such written notice must
refer to serial number COC 74817.

ADDRESSES: The proposed exploration
license and plan is available for review

from 9 a.m. to 4 p.m., Monday through
Friday in the BLM Colorado State
Office, 2850 Youngfield Street,
Lakewood, Colorado, and the BLM
White River Field Office, 220 E. Market
St., Meeker, Colorado.

A written notice to participate in the
exploration license should be sent to the
State Director, BLM Colorado State
Office, 2850 Youngfield Street,
Lakewood, Colorado 80215 and Blue
Mountain Energy, Inc., Attn: Jeffrey
Dubbert, 3607 County Rd. #65, Rangley,
Colorado 81648.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Kurt
M. Barton by telephone at 303—239—
3714 or by e-mail at kbarton@blm.gov;
or Paul Daggett by telephone at 970—
878-3819, or by e-mail at
pdaggett@blm.gov.

Persons who use a
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1-800-877-8339
to contact the above individual during
normal business hours. The FIRS is
available 24 hours a day, 7 days a week,
to leave a message or question with the
above individual. You will receive a
reply during normal business hours.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
exploration activities will be performed
pursuant to the Mineral Leasing Act of
1920, as amended, 30 U.S.C. 201(b), and
to the regulations at 43 CFR part 3410.
The purpose of the exploration program
is to gain additional geologic knowledge
of the coal underlying the exploration
area for the purpose of assessing the
coal resources. The exploration program
is fully described and will be conducted
pursuant to an exploration license and
plan approved by the BLM. The
exploration plan may be modified to
accommodate the legitimate exploration
needs of persons seeking to participate.
The lands to be explored for coal
deposits in exploration license COC
74817 are described as follows:

Sixth Principal Meridian, Colorado

T.3N.,,R. 101 W,,
Sec. 17, SV2;SW1/a;
Sec. 18, SEV4, and EV2SWYa;
Sec. 19, NEVa, EVaNWVa, SW14NWa,
SWv4, and NWV4SEVa.
T.3N.,,R. 102 W,
Sec. 24, SEVa, SYaNEVa, EY2aSWVa, and
SEVaNWVy;
Sec. 25, NEV4, and EV2aNWVa.
These lands contain 1,375 acres, more or
less.

The proposed exploration program
will be conducted pursuant to an
exploration plan to be approved by the
BLM. The plan may be modified to
accommodate the legitimate exploration
needs of persons seeking to participate.

The foregoing is published in the
Federal Register pursuant to 43 CFR
3410.2—1(c)(1).

Helen M. Hankins,
State Director.

[FR Doc. 2011-16521 Filed 6-30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-JB-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management
[LLCAD070000, L91310000, EI0000]

Notice of Availability of the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement for
the West Chocolate Mountains
Renewable Energy Evaluation Area,
Imperial Valley, California, and the
Draft California Desert Conservation
Plan Amendment

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of Availability.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, as amended (NEPA), and the
Federal Land Policy and Management
Act of 1976, as amended (FLPMA), the
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) has
prepared a Draft California Desert
Conservation Area (CDCA) Plan
Amendment, and a Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) for the West
Chocolate Mountains Renewable Energy
Evaluation Area. By this notice, the
BLM is announcing the opening of the
comment period.

DATES: To ensure that comments will be
considered, the BLM must receive
written comments on the Draft CDCA
Plan Amendment and Draft EIS within
90 days following the date the
Environmental Protection Agency
publishes its Notice of Availability for
the Draft EIS in the Federal Register.
The BLM will announce future meetings
or hearings and any other public
involvement activities at least 15 days
in advance through public notices,
media releases, and/or mailings.
ADDRESSES: You may submit comments
related to the West Chocolate Mountains
Renewable Energy Evaluation Area by
any of the following methods:

e E-mail: wem_comments@blm.gov.

e Fax:(951) 697-5299.

e Mail: Bureau of Land Management,
California Desert District Office, 22835
Calle San Juan de Los Lagos, Moreno
Valley, California 92533-9046, Attn:
Peter Godfrey.

Copies of the Draft EIS and Draft
CDCA Plan Amendment for the West
Chocolate Mountains Renewable Energy
Evaluation Area are available in the
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California Desert District Office at the
above address; at the El Centro Field
Office at 1661 S. 4th Street, El Centro,
California; and the Palm Springs-South
Coast Field Office at 1201 Bird Center
Drive, Palm Springs, California.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Joseph Vieira, BLM Project Manager,
telephone (719) 852—6213; or e-mail
jvieira@blm.gov. Persons who use a
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1-800-877-8339
to contact the above individual during
normal business hours. The FIRS is
available 24 hours a day, 7 days a week,
to leave a message or question with the
above individual. You will receive a
reply during normal business hours.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Draft
EIS analyzes the potential
environmental impacts associated with
amending the CDCA Plan to make
available approximately 20,762 acres of
BLM-managed surface lands (acquired
lands included) for solar, wind and
geothermal testing and development in
a renewable energy evaluation area
located near Niland, California. The
Draft EIS also analyzes the potential
environmental impacts of approving a
pending geothermal lease application
within the renewable energy evaluation
area.

This CDCA Draft Plan Amendment/
Draft EIS analyzes 6 alternatives,
including (1) No Action Alternative (the
CDCA Plan would not be amended, and
existing plan decisions, stipulations,
and allocations would not change as a
direct result of this planning process),
(2) No Development Alternative, (3)
Renewable Energy Development
Emphasis, (4) Geothermal Development
Only, (5) Solar Development Emphasis
with Moderate Geothermal
Development and No Wind
Development, and (6) Geothermal
Development Emphasis with Moderate
Solar Development and No Wind
Development. If an alternative is
selected that establishes the evaluation
area as available for solar energy
development, it will be identified as a
solar energy zone.

The principal issues identified thus
far include Native American concerns;
potential land use conflicts including
recreation; cumulative impacts
considering existing, proposed, and
potential geothermal projects in the
area; and potential impacts on cultural
resources, wildlife, visual resources,
and surface and groundwater resources.
The Draft EIS also addresses geology,
mining, geothermal resources,
vegetation, threatened or endangered
species, air quality, noise,

transportation, human health and safety,
and social and economic issues, as well
as other issues raised during the scoping
process.

The Draft EIS identifies stipulations
and mitigation measures that could be
applied to future energy projects. This
document will not authorize any
specific energy developments at this
time. Additional project-specific
environmental analyses would need to
be conducted before on-the-ground
development activities could occur.

The BLM, in compliance with
FLPMA, NEPA, and all other relevant
Federal laws, Executive orders, and
management policies of the BLM, used
an interdisciplinary approach in
developing the EIS, working
collaboratively in order to consider the
variety of resource issues and concerns
identified.

Please note that public comments and
information submitted including names,
street addresses, and e-mail addresses of
persons who submit comments will be
available for public review and
disclosure at the above address during
regular business hours (8 a.m. to 4 p.m.),
Monday through Friday, except
holidays.

Before including your address, phone
number, e-mail address, or other
personal identifying information in your
comment, you should be aware that
your entire comment—including your
personal identifying information—may
be made publicly available at any time.
While you can ask us in your comment
to withhold your personal identifying
information from public review, we
cannot guarantee that we will be able to
do so.

Authority: 40 CFR 1506.6, 1506.10, and 43
CFR 1610.2.

Teresa Raml,

California Desert District Manager.

[FR Doc. 2011-16556 Filed 6—-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-40-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

[LLAZ956000.L14200000.BJ0000.241A]

Notice of Filing of Plats of Survey;
Arizona

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of Filing of Plats of
Survey; Arizona.

SUMMARY: The plats of survey of the
described lands were officially filed in
the Arizona State Office, Bureau of Land

Management, Phoenix, Arizona, on
dates indicated.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

The Gila and Salt River Meridian,
Arizona

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of partially
surveyed Township 30 North, Range 6
East, accepted April 5, 2011, and
officially filed April 8, 2011, for Group
1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of partially
surveyed Township 31 North, Range 6
East, accepted April 5, 2011, and
officially filed April 8, 2011, for Group
1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of partially
surveyed Township 32 North, Range 6
East, accepted April 7, 2011, and
officially filed April 8, 2011, for Group
1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 3272
North, Range 6 East, accepted April 11,
2011, and officially filed April 13, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 33
North, Range 6 East, accepted April 11,
2011, and officially filed April 13, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 30
North, Range 7 East, accepted April 5,
2011, and officially filed April 8, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 31
North, Range 7 East, accepted April 7,
2011, and officially filed April 8, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing amended
protraction diagram of Township 32
North, Range 7 East, accepted April 7,
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2011, and officially filed April 8, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 3272
North, Range 7 East, accepted April 11,
2011, and officially filed April 13, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 33
North, Range 7 East, accepted April 11,
2011, and officially filed April 13, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat (in 2 sheets) representing the
establishment of the southwest and
northwest township corners and an
electronic control monument, Township
36 North, Range 7 East, accepted March
29, 2011, and officially filed March 31,
2011, for Group 1080, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 36
North, Range 7 East, accepted April 20,
2011, and officially filed April 21, 2011,
for Group 1080, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat (in 2 sheets) representing the
establishment of the southeast,
southwest, northeast and northwest
township corners and an electronic
control monument, Township 37 North,
Range 7 East, accepted March 29, 2011,
and officially filed March 31, 2011, for
Group 1080, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 37
North, Range 7 East, accepted April 20,
2011, and officially filed April 21, 2011,
for Group 1080, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 30
North, Range 8 East, accepted April 5,
2011, and officially filed April 8, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 31
North, Range 8 East, accepted April 7,

2011, and officially filed April 8, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 32
North, Range 8 East, accepted April 11,
2011, and officially filed April 13, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 3272
North, Range 8 East, accepted April 11,
2011, and officially filed April 13, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 33
North, Range 8 East, accepted March 7,
2011, and officially filed March 11,
2011, for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the dependent
resurvey of the Second Guide Meridian
East (east boundary) and the south
boundary and the survey of the west
and north boundaries and the
subdivisional lines, Township 34 North,
Range 8 East, accepted February 23,
2011, and officially filed February 25,
2011, for Group 1080, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the dependent
resurvey of the Second Guide Meridian
East (east boundary) and the survey of
the west and north boundaries and the
subdivisional lines, Township 35 North,
Range 8 East, accepted March 2, 2011,
and officially filed March 4, 2011, for
Group 1080, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the
establishment of the northwest
township corner and an electronic
control monument, Township 36 North,
Range 8 East, accepted March 29, 2011,
and officially filed March 31, 2011, for
Group 1080, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 36
North, Range 8 East, accepted April 20,
2011, and officially filed April 21, 2011,
for Group 1080, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 30
North, Range 9 East, accepted April 5,
2011, and officially filed April 8, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 31
North, Range 9 East, accepted April 7,
2011, and officially filed April 8, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 32
North, Range 9 East, accepted March 7,
2011, and officially filed March 11,
2011, for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 33
North, Range 9 East, accepted April 11,
2011, and officially filed April 13, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 33V-
North, Range 9 East, accepted April 11,
2011, and officially filed April 13, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 34
North, Range 9 East, accepted April 13,
2011, and officially filed April 15, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 35
North, Range 9 East, accepted April 20,
2011, and officially filed April 21, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 36
North, Range 9 East, accepted April 20,
2011, and officially filed April 21, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 33V



Federal Register/Vol. 76, No. 127 /Friday, July 1, 2011/ Notices

38683

North, Range 10 East, accepted April 13,
2011, and officially filed April 15, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 34
North, Range 10 East accepted April 20,
2011, and officially filed April 21, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 35
North, Range 10 East, accepted April 20,
2011, and officially filed April 21, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 36
North, Range 10 East, accepted April 20,
2011, and officially filed April 21, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 33
North, Range 11 East, accepted April 13,
2011, and officially filed April 15, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing amended
protraction diagram of Township 33V-
North, Range 11 East, accepted April 13,
2011, and officially filed April 15, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 34
North, Range 11 East, accepted April 20,
2011, and officially filed April 21, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 35
North, Range 11 East, accepted April 20,
2011, and officially filed April 21, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 36
North, Range 11 East, accepted April 20,
2011, and officially filed April 21, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 33
North, Range 12 East, accepted April 13,
2011, and officially filed April 15, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 33%-
North, Range 12 East, accepted April 13,
2011, and officially filed April 15, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 34
North, Range 12 East, accepted April 20,
2011, and officially filed April 21, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the dependent
amended protraction diagram of
Township 35 North, Range 12 East,
accepted April 20, 2011, and officially
filed April 21, 2011, for Group 1059,
Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 36
North, Range 12 East, accepted April 20,
2011, and officially filed April 21, 2011,
for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 33
North, Range 12V~ East, accepted March
7, 2011, and officially filed March 11,
2011, for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 33%-
North, Range 12V~ East, accepted April
13, 2011, and officially filed April 15,
2011, for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 34
North, Range 122 East, accepted April
20, 2011, and officially filed April 21,
2011, for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 35
North, Range 1272 East, accepted April
20, 2011, and officially filed April 21,
2011, for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the amended
protraction diagram of Township 36
North, Range 1272 East, accepted April
20, 2011, and officially filed April 21,
2011, for Group 1059, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the survey of
the south and north boundaries, a
Sectional Guide Meridian and the
subdivisional lines and the subdivision
of certain sections, Township 22 North,
Range 14 East, accepted April 12, 2011,
and officially filed April 14, 2011, for
Group 1070, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the dependent
resurvey of the subdivisional lines and
the subdivision of section 14,Township
18 North, Range 19 East, accepted
February 7, 2011, and officially filed
February 9, 2011, for Group 1082,
Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Land Management.

The plat representing the survey of a
portion of the Tenth Standard Parallel
North (north boundary), the south and
west boundaries and the subdivisional
lines, and the subdivision of certain
sections, Township 40 North, Range 19
East, accepted June 2, 2011, and
officially filed June 7, 2011, for Group
1077, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the dependent
resurvey of the Sixth Standard Parallel
North through Range 21 East and a
portion of range 20 east (north
boundary), the Fifth Guide Meridian
East, through Township 24 North (west
boundary), the east boundary and the
subdivisional lines, and the subdivision
of certain sections, Township 24 North,
Range 21 East, accepted June 6, 2011,
and officially filed June 8, 2011, for
Group 1068, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the dependent
resurvey of a portion of the
subdivisional lines, the subdivision of
section 34 and a metes-and-bounds
survey in section 34, Township 6 North,
Range 29 East, accepted April 5, 2011,
and officially filed April 7, 2011, for
Group 1086, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the United States Forest Service.



38684

Federal Register/Vol. 76, No. 127 /Friday, July 1, 2011/ Notices

The plat representing the dependent
resurvey of the Tenth Standard Parallel
North (south boundary) and the north
boundary, and the survey of the
subdivisional lines and the subdivision
of certain sections, Township 41 North,
Range 29 East, accepted February 17,
2011, and officially filed February 23,
2011, for Group 1078, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Navajo
Regional Office.

The plat representing the metes-and-
bounds survey of a portion of the Mount
Tipton Wilderness Area Boundary in
section 17, Township 25 North, Range
18 West, accepted April 26, 2011, and
officially filed April 28, 2011, for Group
1073, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Land Management.

The plat representing the survey of a
portion of the south boundary,
Township 10 South, Range 3 West,
accepted March 21, 2011, and officially
filed March 23, 2011, for Group 1091,
Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Land Management.

The plat representing the dependent
resurvey of a portion of the
subdivisional lines, the subdivision of
section 3 and the metes-and-bounds
survey of Parcel Number 1, within
section 3, and the metes-and bounds
survey of lot 5, within section 3,
Township 5 South, Range 9 East,
accepted February 11, 2011, and
officially filed February 16, 2011, for
Group 1075, Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Western
Regional Office.

This plat representing the corrective
resurvey of a portion of the metes-and-
bounds survey of the Aravaipa Canyon
Wilderness Area Boundary, in section 7,
Township 6 South, Range 18 East,
accepted March 30, 2011, and officially
filed March 31, 2011, for Group 860,
Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the Bureau of Land Management.

This plat representing the
supplemental plat of the W 2 of section
7, Township 23 South, range 21 East,
accepted May 23, 2011, and officially
filed May 25, 2011, for Group 9105,
Arizona.

This plat was prepared at the request
of the United States Forest Service.

A person or party who wishes to
protest against any of these surveys
must file a written protest with the
Arizona State Director, Bureau of Land
Management, stating that they wish to
protest.

A statement of reasons for a protest
may be filed with the notice of protest

to the State Director, or the statement of
reasons must be filed with the State
Director within thirty (30) days after the
protest is filed.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
These plats will be available for
inspection in the Arizona State Office,
Bureau of Land Management, One North
Central Avenue, Suite 800, Phoenix,
Arizona 85004—4427. Persons who use a
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1-800-877—-8339
to contact the above individual during
normal business hours. The FIRS is
available 24 hours a day, 7 days a week,
to leave a message or question with the
above individual. You will receive a
reply during normal business hours.
Dated: June 22, 2011.
Danny A. West,
Chief Cadastral Surveyor of Arizona.
[FR Doc. 2011-16568 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-32-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

[LLCO-923000 L14300000 ET0000; COC-
0124534]

Notice of Public Meeting for Proposed
Withdrawal Extension; Colorado

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of Public Meeting.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Federal Land Policy and Management
Act of 1976 (FLPMA), the U.S.
Department of the Interior, Bureau of
Land Management (BLM) will hold a
public meeting regarding the proposed
Fort Carson and Pinon-Canyon
Maneuver Site withdrawal extension.
The U.S. Army will be present. The
proposed withdrawal extension was
published in the Federal Register (FR
Doc. 2011-14151 Filed 6-7-11; 8:45
am).

DATES: The BLM will hold the public
meeting on August 2, 2011, in Pueblo,
Colorado.

The meeting will begin at 6 p.m. and
adjourn at approximately 8 p.m. and
will include an opportunity for public
comment.

ADDRESSES: The public meeting will be
held at the Sangre De Cristo Arts and
Conference Center, 210 N. Santa Fe
Ave., Pueblo, Colorado.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: ]ohn
D. Beck, Chief, Branch of Lands and
Realty, BLM Colorado State Office, (303)
239-3882. Persons who use a

telecommunications device for the deaf
(TDD) may call the Federal Information
Relay Service (FIRS) at 1-800-877—-8339
to contact the above individual during
normal business hours. The FIRS is
available 24 hours a day, 7 days a week,
to leave a message or question with the
above individual. You will receive a
reply during normal business hours.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The BLM,
accompanied by the U.S. Army, will
hold a public meeting to discuss the
proposed extension of the Fort Carson
and Pinon-Canyon Maneuver Site
military lands withdrawal. Public Law
104—201 of September 23, 1996, (110
Stat. 2807) withdrew 3,133 acres of
public lands and 11,415 acres of
Federally-owned minerals from all
forms of appropriation under all
appropriate public land laws including
mining and mineral laws, geothermal
leasing laws and mineral materials
disposal laws, to protect the Fort Carson
military reservation. The proposed
withdrawal extension also includes
withdrawal of 2,517 acres of public
lands and approximately 130,139 acres
of federally-owned minerals from all
forms of appropriation under all
appropriate public land laws including
mining and mineral laws, geothermal
leasing laws and mineral materials
disposal laws to protect the Army’s
Pinon-Canyon Maneuver Site. The
public domain lands and minerals are in
El Paso, Pueblo, Fremont, and Las
Animas counties, Colorado. The
extension, if approved, would withdraw
these lands for an additional 15 years.

This meeting is open to the public
and will include time for public
comments. Depending on the number of
persons wishing to comment and time
available, the time for individual oral
comments may be limited.

Authority: 43 CFR 2310.3—1.
June 24, 2011.
Anna Marie Burden,
Acting State Director.
[FR Doc. 2011-16569 Filed 6-30-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3720-58-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
National Park Service

Minor Boundary Revision at Virgin
Islands National Park

AGENCY: National Park Service, Interior.

ACTION: Notification of boundary
revision.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that,
pursuant to 16 U.S.C. 4601-9(c)(1), the
boundary of the Virgin Islands National
Park is modified to include an
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additional 215.03 acres of land
identified as Tract 04-116. The land is
located at Estate Beverhourdtsberg on
the Island of St. John, immediately
adjacent to the current boundary of the
Virgin Islands National Park. The
boundary revision is depicted on Map
No. 161/92,009A dated October 2010.
The map is available for inspection at
the following locations: National Park
Service, Southeast Region Land
Resources Program Center, 1924
Building, 100 Alabama Street, SW.,
Atlanta, Georgia 30301 and National
Park Service, Department of the Interior,
Washington, DC 20240.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
National Park Service, Chief, Southeast
Region Land Resources Program Center,
1924 Building, 100 Alabama Street,
SW., Atlanta, Georgia 30303, (404) 507—
5664.

DATES: The effective date of this
boundary revision is July 1, 2011.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 16 U.S.C.
4601-9(c)(1) provides that, after
notifying the House Committee on
Natural Resources and the Senate
Committee on Energy and Natural
Resources, the Secretary of the Interior
is authorized to make this boundary
revision upon publication of notice in
the Federal Register. The Committees
have been notified of this boundary
revision. The proposed boundary
revision would make a significant
contribution to the purposes for which
the national park was established by
enabling the Service to efficiently
manage and protect significant
resources similar to that already
protected within the present park
boundary. This land includes much of
the upper watershed for the Fish Bay
drainage system which ultimately
drains into national park waters. In
addition, this land contains numerous
historic sites related to the plantation
era on St. John.

Dated: March 30, 2011.
Gordon Wissinger,
Acting Regional Director, Southeast Region.
[FR Doc. 2011-16644 Filed 6—30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-VP-P

ACTION: Notice of Termination of
Environmental Impact Statement for the
General Management Plan, Tumacacori
National Historical Park, in favor of an
Environmental Assessment.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
National Park Service

Draft General Management Plan
Amendment/Environmental Impact
Statement, Tumacacori National
Historical Park, Arizona

AGENCY: National Park Service,
Department of Interior.

SUMMARY: The National Park Service
(NPS) is terminating preparation of an
environmental impact statement (EIS)
for the General Management Plan,
Tumacacori National Historical Park,
Arizona. A notice of intent to prepare
the EIS for the Tumacacori National
Historical Park General Management
Plan was published in the January 9,
2009, Federal Register (Volume 74,
Number 6). The National Park Service
has since determined that an
environmental assessment (EA) rather
than an EIS is the appropriate level of
environmental documentation for the
plan.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Tumacacori National Historical Park
Boundary Revision Act of 2002 (Pub. L.
107-218) added approximately 310
acres to the boundary of the park to
enhance the visitor experience at
Tumacacori by developing access to
these associated mission resources. A
general management plan (GMP) will
establish the overall management
direction of the park including these
new lands for the next 15 to 20 years.
The plan was originally scoped as an
EIS. Publication of the Federal Register
notice was followed with a newsletter to
affected agencies and interested parties,
and public meetings in Nogales, Tubac,
and Tucson, Arizona. Few comments
were received during the scoping
process. No issues with the potential for
controversial impacts were identified
for the general management plan.

The NPS planning team has
developed three alternative management
concepts for the addition lands. The
“No-Action” concept would allow for
the continuation of existing conditions,
and the park would continue to be
managed based on the GMP completed
in 1996. This 1996 plan did not address
management in the lands added to the
park in 2002. Current land uses, and
activities would remain, and resources
would not necessarily be well protected.

Alternative 2 would focus on the
restoration/rehabilitation of natural and
cultural resources while providing a
greater array of visitor opportunities that
reflect the complex history of the
Pimeria Alta, connections to the larger
mission system, the significance of
place, and the importance of natural
resources to communities over time.

Under Alternative 3, the Santa Cruz
River would provide a foundation to
connect the three units in Tumacacori

National Historical Park to its many
communities.

In September 2010, the planning team
issued a newsletter that described these
alternatives. An open house was also
held on October 6, 2010, to talk about
the alternatives. Few comments were
received on the alternatives, and none of
the comments will result in substantive
changes in the alternatives or raised
significant impacts of the alternatives.

The two action alternatives propose
only a few small facilities in areas that
have been disturbed in the past. The
alternatives focus primarily on
improving the visitor experience, in
rehabilitating the natural landscape, and
in developing partnerships to improve
management, resource protection, and
cultural connections. Preliminary
analysis of the alternatives has revealed
no major or significant potential effects
on the quality of the human
environment, nor any potential for
impairment of park resources and
values. Most of the impacts of the
alternatives are expected to be
beneficial, while adverse impacts are
expected to be mostly negligible to
minor in magnitude, with the remainder
being moderate.

For these reasons, the National Park
Service determined that the requisite
conservation planning and
environmental impact analysis
necessary for the general management
plan can appropriately be completed
through preparation of an
environmental assessment.
DATES: The draft general management
plan/EA is expected to be distributed for
public comment in early 2012. The
National Park Service will notify the
public by mail, local and regional
media, Web site, and other means, of
public review periods and meetings
associated with the draft general
management plan/EA; all
announcements will include
information on where and how to obtain
a copy of the EA, how to comment on
the EA, and the length of the public
comment period. All public review and
other written public information will be
made available online at http://
parkplanning.nps.gov/tuma.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Lisa
Carrico, Superintendent, Tumacacori
National Historical Park, P.O. Box 8067,
Tumacacori, Arizona 85640; telephone,
(520) 398-2341; or by e-mail at
TUMA_Superintendent@nps.gov.

Dated: May 5, 2011.
John Wessels,

Regional Director, Intermountain Region,
National Park Service.

[FR Doc. 2011-16643 Filed 6-30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4312-DR-P
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COMMISSION www.usitc.gov). wire rod.

[Investigation No. 731-TA-638 (Third
Review)]

Stainless Steel Wire Rod From India;
Institution of a Five-Year Review
Concerning the Antidumping Duty
Order on Stainless Steel Wire Rod
From India

AGENCY: United States International
Trade Commission.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Commission hereby gives
notice that it has instituted a review
pursuant to section 751(c) of the Tariff
Act 0f 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1675(c)) (the Act)
to determine whether revocation of the
antidumping duty order on stainless
steel wire rod from India would be
likely to lead to continuation or
recurrence of material injury. Pursuant
to section 751(c)(2) of the Act, interested
parties are requested to respond to this
notice by submitting the information
specified below to the Commission;* to
be assured of consideration, the
deadline for responses is August 1,
2011. Comments on the adequacy of
responses may be filed with the
Commission by September 13, 2011. For
further information concerning the
conduct of this review and rules of
general application, consult the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure, part 201, subparts A through
E (19 CFR part 201), and part 207,
subparts A, D, E, and F (19 CFR part
207), as most recently amended at 74 FR
2847 (January 16, 2009).

DATES: Effective Date: July 1, 2011.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mary Messer (202—205-3193), Office of
Investigations, U.S. International Trade
Commission, 500 E Street, SW.,
Washington, DC 20436. Hearing-
impaired persons can obtain
information on this matter by contacting
the Commission’s TDD terminal on 202—
205-1810. Persons with mobility
impairments who will need special
assistance in gaining access to the
Commission should contact the Office
of the Secretary at 202—205-2000.
General information concerning the
Commission may also be obtained by

1No response to this request for information is
required if a currently valid Office of Management
and Budget (OMB) number is not displayed; the
OMB number is 3117-0016/USITC No. 11-5-251,
expiration date June 30, 2011. Public reporting
burden for the request is estimated to average 15
hours per response. Please send comments
regarding the accuracy of this burden estimate to
the Office of Investigations, U.S. International Trade
Commission, 500 E Street, SW., Washington, DC
20436.

The public record for this review may
be viewed on the Commission’s
electronic docket (EDIS) at http://
edis.usitc.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background.— On December 1, 1993,
the Department of Commerce
(“Commerce”) issued an antidumping
duty order on imports of stainless steel
wire rod from India (58 FR 63335).
Following first five-year reviews by
Commerce and the Commission,
effective August 2, 2000, Commerce
issued a continuation of the
antidumping duty order on imports of
stainless steel wire rod from India (65
FR 47403). Following second five-year
reviews by Commerce and the
Commission, effective August 8, 2006,
Commerce issued a continuation of the
antidumping duty order on imports of
stainless steel wire rod from India (71
FR 45023). The Commission is now
conducting a third review to determine
whether revocation of the order would
be likely to lead to continuation or
recurrence of material injury to the
domestic industry within a reasonably
foreseeable time. It will assess the
adequacy of interested party responses
to this notice of institution to determine
whether to conduct a full review or an
expedited review. The Commission’s
determination in any expedited review
will be based on the facts available,
which may include information
provided in response to this notice.

Definitions.—The following
definitions apply to this review:

(1) Subject Merchandise is the class or
kind of merchandise that is within the
scope of the five-year review, as defined
by the Department of Commerce.

(2) The Subject Country in this review
is India.

(3) The Domestic Like Product is the
domestically produced product or
products which are like, or in the
absence of like, most similar in
characteristics and uses with, the
Subject Merchandise. In its original
determinations and its full first and
second five-year review determinations,
the Commission defined the Domestic
Like Product as all stainless steel wire
rod.

(4) The Domestic Industry is the U.S.
producers as a whole of the Domestic
Like Product, or those producers whose
collective output of the Domestic Like
Product constitutes a major proportion
of the total domestic production of the
product. In its original determinations
and its full first and second five-year
review determinations, the Commission
defined the Domestic Industry as all

(5) An Importer is any person or firm
engaged, either directly or through a
parent company or subsidiary, in
importing the Subject Merchandise into
the United States from a foreign
manufacturer or through its selling
agent.

Participation in the review and public
service list—Persons, including
industrial users of the Subject
Merchandise and, if the merchandise is
sold at the retail level, representative
consumer organizations, wishing to
participate in the review as parties must
file an entry of appearance with the
Secretary to the Commission, as
provided in section 201.11(b)(4) of the
Commission’s rules, no later than 21
days after publication of this notice in
the Federal Register. The Secretary will
maintain a public service list containing
the names and addresses of all persons,
or their representatives, who are parties
to the review.

Former Commission employees who
are seeking to appear in Commission
five-year reviews are advised that they
may appear in a review even if they
participated personally and
substantially in the corresponding
underlying original investigation. The
Commission’s designated agency ethics
official has advised that a five-year
review is not considered the “same
particular matter”” as the corresponding
underlying original investigation for
purposes of 18 U.S.C. 207, the post
employment statute for Federal
employees, and Commission rule
201.15(b) (19 CFR 201.15(b)), 73 FR
24609 (May 5, 2008). This advice was
developed in consultation with the
Office of Government Ethics.
Consequently, former employees are not
required to seek Commission approval
to appear in a review under Commission
rule 19 CFR 201.15, even if the
corresponding underlying original
investigation was pending when they
were Commission employees. For
further ethics advice on this matter,
contact Carol McCue Verratti, Deputy
Agency Ethics Official, at 202-205-
3088.

Limited disclosure of business
proprietary information (BPI) under an
administrative protective order (APO)
and APO service list—Pursuant to
section 207.7(a) of the Commission’s
rules, the Secretary will make BPI
submitted in this review available to
authorized applicants under the APO
issued in the review, provided that the
application is made no later than 21
days after publication of this notice in
the Federal Register. Authorized
applicants must represent interested
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parties, as defined in 19 U.S.C. 1677(9),
who are parties to the review. A
separate service list will be maintained
by the Secretary for those parties
authorized to receive BPI under the
APO.

Certification.—Pursuant to section
207.3 of the Commission’s rules, any
person submitting information to the
Commission in connection with this
review must certify that the information
is accurate and complete to the best of
the submitter’s knowledge. In making
the certification, the submitter will be
deemed to consent, unless otherwise
specified, for the Commission, its
employees, and contract personnel to
use the information provided in any
other reviews or investigations of the
same or comparable products which the
Commission conducts under Title VII of
the Act, or in internal audits and
investigations relating to the programs
and operations of the Commission
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. Appendix 3.

Written submissions.—Pursuant to
section 207.61 of the Commission’s
rules, each interested party response to
this notice must provide the information
specified below. The deadline for filing
such responses is August 1, 2011.
Pursuant to section 207.62(b) of the
Commission’s rules, eligible parties (as
specified in Commission rule
207.62(b)(1)) may also file comments
concerning the adequacy of responses to
the notice of institution and whether the
Commission should conduct an
expedited or full review. The deadline
for filing such comments is September
13, 2011. All written submissions must
conform with the provisions of sections
201.8 and 207.3 of the Commission’s
rules and any submissions that contain
BPI must also conform with the
requirements of sections 201.6 and
207.7 of the Commission’s rules. The
Commission’s rules do not authorize
filing of submissions with the Secretary
by facsimile or electronic means, except
to the extent permitted by section 201.8
of the Commission’s rules, as amended,
67 FR 68036 (November 8, 2002). Also,
in accordance with sections 201.16(c)
and 207.3 of the Commission’s rules,
each document filed by a party to the
review must be served on all other
parties to the review (as identified by
either the public or APO service list as
appropriate), and a certificate of service
must accompany the document (if you
are not a party to the review you do not
need to serve your response).

Inability to provide requested
information.—Pursuant to section
207.61(c) of the Commission’s rules, any
interested party that cannot furnish the
information requested by this notice in
the requested form and manner shall

notify the Commission at the earliest
possible time, provide a full explanation
of why it cannot provide the requested
information, and indicate alternative
forms in which it can provide
equivalent information. If an interested
party does not provide this notification
(or the Commission finds the
explanation provided in the notification
inadequate) and fails to provide a
complete response to this notice, the
Commission may take an adverse
inference against the party pursuant to
section 776(b) of the Act in making its
determination in the review.

Information To Be Provided In
Response to This Notice of Institution:
As used below, the term “firm”’ includes
any related firms.

(1) The name and address of your firm
or entity (including World Wide Web
address) and name, telephone number,
fax number, and E-mail address of the
certifying official.

(2) A statement indicating whether
your firm/entity is a U.S. producer of
the Domestic Like Product, a U.S. union
or worker group, a U.S. importer of the
Subject Merchandise, a foreign producer
or exporter of the Subject Merchandise,
a U.S. or foreign trade or business
association, or another interested party
(including an explanation). If you are a
union/worker group or trade/business
association, identify the firms in which
your workers are employed or which are
members of your association.

(3) A statement indicating whether
your firm/entity is willing to participate
in this review by providing information
requested by the Commission.

(4) A statement of the likely effects of
the revocation of the antidumping duty
order on the Domestic Industry in
general and/or your firm/entity
specifically. In your response, please
discuss the various factors specified in
section 752(a) of the Act (19 U.S.C.
1675a(a)) including the likely volume of
subject imports, likely price effects of
subject imports, and likely impact of
imports of Subject Merchandise on the
Domestic Industry.

(5) A list of all known and currently
operating U.S. producers of the
Domestic Like Product. Identify any
known related parties and the nature of
the relationship as defined in section
771(4)(B) of the Act (19 U.S.C.
1677(4)(B)).

(6) A list of all known and currently
operating U.S. importers of the Subject
Merchandise and producers of the
Subject Merchandise in the Subject
Country that currently export or have
exported Subject Merchandise to the
United States or other countries after
2005.

(7) A list of 3—5 leading purchasers in
the U.S. market for the Domestic Like
Product and the Subject Merchandise
(including street address, World Wide
Web address, and the name, telephone
number, fax number, and E-mail address
of a responsible official at each firm).

(8) A list of known sources of
information on national or regional
prices for the Domestic Like Product or
the Subject Merchandise in the U.S. or
other markets.

(9) If you are a U.S. producer of the
Domestic Like Product, provide the
following information on your firm’s
operations on that product during
calendar year 2010, except as noted
(report quantity data in short tons and
value data in U.S. dollars, f.o.b. plant).
If you are a union/worker group or
trade/business association, provide the
information, on an aggregate basis, for
the firms in which your workers are
employed/which are members of your
association.

(a) Production (quantity) and, if
known, an estimate of the percentage of
total U.S. production of the Domestic
Like Product accounted for by your
firm’s(s’) production;

(b) Capacity (quantity) of your firm to
produce the Domestic Like Product (i.e.,
the level of production that your
establishment(s) could reasonably have
expected to attain during the year,
assuming normal operating conditions
(using equipment and machinery in
place and ready to operate), normal
operating levels (hours per week/weeks
per year), time for downtime,
maintenance, repair, and cleanup, and a
typical or representative product mix);

(c) the quantity and value of U.S.
commercial shipments of the Domestic
Like Product produced in your U.S.
plant(s);

(d) the quantity and value of U.S.
internal consumption/company
transfers of the Domestic Like Product
produced in your U.S. plant(s); and

(e) the value of (i) Net sales, (ii) cost
of goods sold (COGS), (iii) gross profit,
(iv) selling, general and administrative
(SG&A) expenses, and (v) operating
income of the Domestic Like Product
produced in your U.S. plant(s) (include
both U.S. and export commercial sales,
internal consumption, and company
transfers) for your most recently
completed fiscal year (identify the date
on which your fiscal year ends).

(10) If you are a U.S. importer or a
trade/business association of U.S.
importers of the Subject Merchandise
from the Subject Country, provide the
following information on your firm’s(s’)
operations on that product during
calendar year 2010 (report quantity data
in short tons and value data in U.S.
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dollars). If you are a trade/business
association, provide the information, on
an aggregate basis, for the firms which
are members of your association.

(a) The quantity and value (landed,
duty-paid but not including
antidumping duties) of U.S. imports
and, if known, an estimate of the
percentage of total U.S. imports of
Subject Merchandise from the Subject
Country accounted for by your firm’s(s’)
imports;

(b) the quantity and value (f.o.b. U.S.
port, including antidumping duties) of
U.S. commercial shipments of Subject
Merchandise imported from the Subject
Country; and

(c) the quantity and value (f.0.b. U.S.
port, including antidumping duties) of
U.S. internal consumption/company
transfers of Subject Merchandise
imported from the Subject Country.

(11) If you are a producer, an exporter,
or a trade/business association of
producers or exporters of the Subject
Merchandise in the Subject Country,
provide the following information on
your firm’s(s’) operations on that
product during calendar year 2010
(report quantity data in short tons and
value data in U.S. dollars, landed and
duty-paid at the U.S. port but not
including antidumping duties). If you
are a trade/business association, provide
the information, on an aggregate basis,
for the firms which are members of your
association.

(a) Production (quantity) and, if
known, an estimate of the percentage of
total production of Subject Merchandise
in the Subject Country accounted for by
your firm’s(s’) production;

(b) Capacity (quantity) of your firm to
produce the Subject Merchandise in the
Subject Country (i.e., the level of
production that your establishment(s)
could reasonably have expected to
attain during the year, assuming normal
operating conditions (using equipment
and machinery in place and ready to
operate), normal operating levels (hours
per week/weeks per year), time for
downtime, maintenance, repair, and
cleanup, and a typical or representative
product mix); and

(c) the quantity and value of your
firm’s(s’) exports to the United States of
Subject Merchandise and, if known, an
estimate of the percentage of total
exports to the United States of Subject
Merchandise from the Subject Country
accounted for by your firm’s(s’) exports.

(12) Identify significant changes, if
any, in the supply and demand
conditions or business cycle for the
Domestic Like Product that have
occurred in the United States or in the
market for the Subject Merchandise in
the Subject Country after 2005, and

significant changes, if any, that are
likely to occur within a reasonably
foreseeable time. Supply conditions to
consider include technology;
production methods; development
efforts; ability to increase production
(including the shift of production
facilities used for other products and the
use, cost, or availability of major inputs
into production); and factors related to
the ability to shift supply among
different national markets (including
barriers to importation in foreign
markets or changes in market demand
abroad). Demand conditions to consider
include end uses and applications; the
existence and availability of substitute
products; and the level of competition
among the Domestic Like Product
produced in the United States, Subject
Merchandise produced in the Subject
Country, and such merchandise from
other countries.

(13) (OPTIONAL) A statement of
whether you agree with the above
definitions of the Domestic Like Product
and Domestic Industry; if you disagree
with either or both of these definitions,
please explain why and provide
alternative definitions.

Authority: This review is being conducted
under authority of title VII of the Tariff Act
of 1930; this notice is published pursuant to
section 207.61 of the Commission’s rules.

By order of the Commission.

Issued: June 27, 2011.

James R. Holbein,

Secretary to the Commission.

[FR Doc. 2011-16452 Filed 6-30—11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020-02-P

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[Investigation Nos. 731-TA-540 and
541;Third Review]

Certain Welded Stainless Steel Pipe
From Korea and Taiwan; Institution of
a Five-Year Review Concerning the
Antidumping Duty Orders on Certain
Welded Stainless Steel Pipe From
Korea and Taiwan

AGENCY: United States International
Trade Commission.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Commission hereby gives
notice that it has instituted reviews
pursuant to section 751(c) of the Tariff
Act 0f 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1675(c)) (the Act)
to determine whether revocation of the
antidumping duty orders on certain
welded stainless steel pipe from Korea
and Taiwan would be likely to lead to
continuation or recurrence of material
injury. Pursuant to section 751(c)(2) of

the Act, interested parties are requested
to respond to this notice by submitting
the information specified below to the
Commission;? to be assured of
consideration, the deadline for
responses is August 1, 2011. Comments
on the adequacy of responses may be
filed with the Commission by
September 13, 2011. For further
information concerning the conduct of
these reviews and rules of general
application, consult the Commission’s
Rules of Practice and Procedure, part
201, subparts A through E (19 CFR part
201), and part 207, subparts A, D, E, and
F (19 CFR part 207), as most recently
amended at 74 FR 2847 (January 16,
2009).

DATES: : Effective Date: July 1, 2011.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mary Messer (202—205-3193), Office of
Investigations, U.S. International Trade
Commission, 500 E Street, SW.,
Washington, DC 20436. Hearing-
impaired persons can obtain
information on this matter by contacting
the Commission’s TDD terminal on 202—
205-1810. Persons with mobility
impairments who will need special
assistance in gaining access to the
Commission should contact the Office
of the Secretary at 202—205-2000.
General information concerning the
Commission may also be obtained by
accessing its internet server (http://
www.usitc.gov.)

The public record for these reviews
may be viewed on the Commission’s
electronic docket (EDIS) at http://
edis.usitc.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background.—On December 30, 1992,
the Department of Commerce
(“Commerce”) issued antidumping duty
orders on imports of welded ASTM A—
312 stainless steel pipe from Korea (57
FR 62301) and Taiwan (57 FR 62300).
Following first five-year reviews by
Commerce and the Commission,
effective October 16, 2000, Commerce
issued a continuation of the
antidumping duty orders on imports of
certain welded stainless steel pipe from
Korea and Taiwan (65 FR 61143).
Following second five-year reviews by
Commerce and the Commission,
effective August 28, 2006, Commerce
issued a continuation of the

1No response to this request for information is
required if a currently valid Office of Management
and Budget (OMB) number is not displayed; the
OMB number is 3117-0016/USITC No. 11-5-250,
expiration date June 30, 2011. Public reporting
burden for the request is estimated to average 15
hours per response. Please send comments
regarding the accuracy of this burden estimate to
the Office of Investigations, U.S. International Trade
Commission, 500 E Street, SW., Washington, DC
20436.
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antidumping duty orders on imports of
welded ASTM A-312 stainless steel
pipe from Korea and Taiwan (71 FR
53412, September 11, 2006). The
Commission is now conducting third
reviews to determine whether
revocation of the orders would be likely
to lead to continuation or recurrence of
material injury to the domestic industry
within a reasonably foreseeable time. It
will assess the adequacy of interested
party responses to this notice of
institution to determine whether to
conduct full reviews or expedited
reviews. The Commission’s
determinations in any expedited
reviews will be based on the facts
available, which may include
information provided in response to this
notice.

Definitions.—The following
definitions apply to these reviews:

(1) Subject Merchandise is the class or
kind of merchandise that is within the
scope of the five-year reviews, as
defined by the Department of
Commerce.

(2) The Subject Countries in these
reviews are Korea and Taiwan.

(3) The Domestic Like Product is the
domestically produced product or
products which are like, or in the
absence of like, most similar in
characteristics and uses with, the
Subject Merchandise. In its original
determinations and full first five-year
review determinations, the Commission
defined the Domestic Like Product as all
welded stainless steel pipes and
pressure tubes, excluding grade 409
tubes and mechanical tubes (also known
as ornamental tubes). Thus, in addition
to welded ASTM A—-312 stainless steel
pipe, the Domestic Like Product
included such tubular products as
ASTM A-778 and A-358 pipes and
ASTM A-249, A-269, and A-270
pressure tubes. In its full second five-
year review determinations, the
Commission found that a change from
the original definition of the Domestic
Like Product was appropriate and
defined the Domestic Like Product as
only welded ASTM A-312 and A-778
stainless steel pipes. For purposes of
responding to this notice of institution
in these third five-year reviews, please
provide the requested information based
on the Commission’s most recent
Domestic Like Product determination:
welded ASTM A-312 and A-778
stainless steel pipes.

(4) The Domestic Industry is the U.S.
producers as a whole of the Domestic
Like Product, or those producers whose
collective output of the Domestic Like
Product constitutes a major proportion
of the total domestic production of the
product. In its original determinations

and its full first five-year review
determinations, the Commission
defined the Domestic Industry as
producers of welded stainless steel
pipes and pressure tubes, excluding
grade 409 tubes and mechanical tubes
(also known as ornamental tubes). In its
full second five-year review
determinations, the Commission
defined the Domestic Industry as all
U.S. producers of welded ASTM A-312
and A-778 stainless steel pipes. For
purposes of responding to this notice of
institution in these third five-year
reviews, please provide the requested
information based on the Commission’s
most recent Domestic Industry
determination: all domestic producers
of welded ASTM A-312 and A-778
stainless steel pipes.

(5) An Importer is any person or firm
engaged, either directly or through a
parent company or subsidiary, in
importing the Subject Merchandise into
the United States from a foreign
manufacturer or through its selling
agent.

Participation in the reviews and
public service list—Persons, including
industrial users of the Subject
Merchandise and, if the merchandise is
sold at the retail level, representative
consumer organizations, wishing to
participate in the reviews as parties
must file an entry of appearance with
the Secretary to the Commission, as
provided in section 201.11(b)(4) of the
Commission’s rules, no later than 21
days after publication of this notice in
the Federal Register. The Secretary will
maintain a public service list containing
the names and addresses of all persons,
or their representatives, who are parties
to the reviews.

Former Commission employees who
are seeking to appear in Commission
five-year reviews are advised that they
may appear in a review even if they
participated personally and
substantially in the corresponding
underlying original investigation. The
Commission’s designated agency ethics
official has advised that a five-year
review is not considered the “same
particular matter”” as the corresponding
underlying original investigation for
purposes of 18 U.S.C. § 207, the post
employment statute for Federal
employees, and Commission rule
201.15(b)(19 CFR § 201.15(b)), 73 FR
24609 (May 5, 2008). This advice was
developed in consultation with the
Office of Government Ethics.
Consequently, former employees are not
required to seek Commission approval
to appear in a review under Commission
rule 19 CFR §201.15, even if the
corresponding underlying original
investigation was pending when they

were Commission employees. For
further ethics advice on this matter,
contact Carol McCue Verratti, Deputy
Agency Ethics Official, at 202—-205—
3088.

Limited disclosure of business
proprietary information (BPI) under an
administrative protective order (APO)
and APO service list—Pursuant to
section 207.7(a) of the Commission’s
rules, the Secretary will make BPI
submitted in these reviews available to
authorized applicants under the APO
issued in the reviews, provided that the
application is made no later than 21
days after publication of this notice in
the Federal Register. Authorized
applicants must represent interested
parties, as defined in 19 U.S.C. 1677(9),
who are parties to the reviews. A
separate service list will be maintained
by the Secretary for those parties
authorized to receive BPI under the
APO.

Certification.—Pursuant to section
207.3 of the Commission’s rules, any
person submitting information to the
Commission in connection with these
reviews must certify that the
information is accurate and complete to
the best of the submitter’s knowledge. In
making the certification, the submitter
will be deemed to consent, unless
otherwise specified, for the
Commission, its employees, and
contract personnel to use the
information provided in any other
reviews or investigations of the same or
comparable products which the
Commission conducts under Title VII of
the Act, or in internal audits and
investigations relating to the programs
and operations of the Commission
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. Appendix 3.

Written submissions.—Pursuant to
section 207.61 of the Commission’s
rules, each interested party response to
this notice must provide the information
specified below. The deadline for filing
such responses is August 1, 2011.
Pursuant to section 207.62(b) of the
Commission’s rules, eligible parties (as
specified in Commission rule
207.62(b)(1)) may also file comments
concerning the adequacy of responses to
the notice of institution and whether the
Commission should conduct expedited
full reviews. The deadline for filing
such comments is September 13, 2011.
All written submissions must conform
with the provisions of sections 201.8
and 207.3 of the Commission’s rules and
any submissions that contain BPI must
also conform with the requirements of
sections 201.6 and 207.7 of the
Commission’s rules. The Commission’s
rules do not authorize filing of
submissions with the Secretary by
facsimile or electronic means, except to
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the extent permitted by section 201.8 of
the Commission’s rules, as amended, 67
FR 68036 (November 8, 2002). Also, in
accordance with sections 201.16(c) and
207.3 of the Commission’s rules, each
document filed by a party to the reviews
must be served on all other parties to
the reviews (as identified by either the
public or APO service list as
appropriate), and a certificate of service
must accompany the document (if you
are not a party to the reviews you do not
need to serve your response).

Inability to provide requested
information.—Pursuant to section
207.61(c) of the Commission’s rules, any
interested party that cannot furnish the
information requested by this notice in
the requested form and manner shall
notify the Commission at the earliest
possible time, provide a full explanation
of why it cannot provide the requested
information, and indicate alternative
forms in which it can provide
equivalent information. If an interested
party does not provide this notification
(or the Commission finds the
explanation provided in the notification
inadequate) and fails to provide a
complete response to this notice, the
Commission may take an adverse
inference against the party pursuant to
section 776(b) of the Act in making its
determinations in the reviews.

Information To Be Provided In
Response to This Notice of Institution: If
you are a domestic producer, union/
worker group, or trade/business
association; import/export Subject
Merchandise from more than one
Subject Country; or produce Subject
Merchandise in more than one Subject
Country, you may file a single response.
If you do so, please ensure that your
response to each question includes the
information requested for each pertinent
Subject Country. As used below, the
term “firm” includes any related firms.

(1) The name and address of your firm
or entity (including World Wide Web
address) and name, telephone number,
fax number, and E-mail address of the
certifying official.

(2) A statement indicating whether
your firm/entity is a U.S. producer of
the Domestic Like Product, a U.S. union
or worker group, a U.S. importer of the
Subject Merchandise, a foreign producer
or exporter of the Subject Merchandise,
a U.S. or foreign trade or business
association, or another interested party
(including an explanation). If you are a
union/worker group or trade/business
association, identify the firms in which
your workers are employed or which are
members of your association.

(3) A statement indicating whether
your firm/entity is willing to participate
in these reviews by providing

information requested by the
Commission.

(4) A statement of the likely effects of
the revocation of the antidumping duty
orders on the Domestic Industry in
general and/or your firm/entity
specifically. In your response, please
discuss the various factors specified in
section 752(a) of the Act (19 U.S.C.

§ 1675a(a)) including the likely volume
of subject imports, likely price effects of
subject imports, and likely impact of
imports of Subject Merchandise on the
Domestic Industry.

(5) A list of all known and currently
operating U.S. producers of the
Domestic Like Product. Identify any
known related parties and the nature of
the relationship as defined in section
771(4)(B) of the Act (19 U.S.C.
§1677(4)(B)).

(6) A list of all known and currently
operating U.S. importers of the Subject
Merchandise and producers of the
Subject Merchandise in each Subject
Country that currently export or have
exported Subject Merchandise to the
United States or other countries after
2005.

(7) A list of 3—-5 leading purchasers in
the U.S. market for the Domestic Like
Product and the Subject Merchandise
(including street address, World Wide
Web address, and the name, telephone
number, fax number, and E-mail address
of a responsible official at each firm).

(8) A list of known sources of
information on national or regional
prices for the Domestic Like Product or
the Subject Merchandise in the U.S. or
other markets.

(9) If you are a U.S. producer of the
Domestic Like Product, provide the
following information on your firm’s
operations on that product during
calendar year 2010, except as noted
(report quantity data in short tons and
value data in U.S. dollars, f.o.b. plant).
If you are a union/worker group or
trade/business association, provide the
information, on an aggregate basis, for
the firms in which your workers are
employed/which are members of your
association.

(a) Production (quantity) and, if
known, an estimate of the percentage of
total U.S. production of the Domestic
Like Product accounted for by your
firm’s(s’) production;

(b) Capacity (quantity) of your firm to
produce the Domestic Like Product (i.e.,
the level of production that your
establishment(s) could reasonably have
expected to attain during the year,
assuming normal operating conditions
(using equipment and machinery in
place and ready to operate), normal
operating levels (hours per week/weeks
per year), time for downtime,

maintenance, repair, and cleanup, and a
typical or representative product mix);

(c) the quantity and value of U.S.
commercial shipments of the Domestic
Like Product produced in your U.S.
plant(s);

(d) the quantity and value of U.S.
internal consumption/company
transfers of the Domestic Like Product
produced in your U.S. plant(s); and

(e) the value of (i) Net sales, (ii) cost
of goods sold (COGS), (iii) gross profit,
(iv) selling, general and administrative
(SG&A) expenses, and (v) operating
income of the Domestic Like Product
produced in your U.S. plant(s) (include
both U.S. and export commercial sales,
internal consumpt